CENTER FOR NAVAL ANALYSES ALEXANDRIA VA F/6 5/9
FACTORS THAT AFFECT THE CAREER DECISION OF MARINE CORPS PILOTS —ETC(U)
SEP 79 C A MILLARD N0001H-76-C-0001

‘UNCLASSIFIED CRC=%03=-VOL=2

X

AD-AO79 420

' — A




d
N
9
b
E
i
3
.“.‘f
X
{
!
]

TR

g e TR
gy e L e e s
g\ “9’35.‘

- .
¢ .

CRC 403-Vol. }l / September 1979

\&_\R\iﬂ -

FACTORS THAT AFFECT THE
CAREER DECISION OF MARINE
CORPS PILOTS AND FLIGHT
OFFICERS

o Appendixes C and D .

[__ .

ADA Q79420

Charles A. Millard, Major, USMC

Approved for public release;
distribution unfimited.

CEN‘I‘ER FOR NAVAL ANALYSES
2000 North Beauregard Street, Alexandrin Vi"ginia 2231

s Ak il B ne Lo Gl bl G 4



Work conducted under contract N00O14-76-C-0001

This Research Contribution does not necessarily represent
the opinion of the Department of the Navy




SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF THIS PAGE (When Data Entered)

READ INSTRUCTIONS

REPORT DOCUMENTATION PAGE BEFORE COMPLETING FORM

2. GOVT ACCESSION NO.J 3. RECIPIENT'S CATALOG NUMBER
CRC4{3 - yol 2

4. TITLE (-'d
Factors That Affect the Career Decision of Marine
Corps Pilots and Flight Officers . Voluwme IZ

ppendixes C & D.
@Charles A.[Millardf Major, U,S. Marine Corps

8. TYPE OF REPORT & PERIOD COVERED

6. PERFORMING ORG. REPORT NUMBER

8. CONTRACT OR GRANT NUMBER(s)

Nppq14-76-C-ppo1 | }

e e e————————————ren et e e st et
9. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION NAME AND ADDRESS 10. PROGRAM ELEMENT, PROJECT, TASK
AREA & WORK UNIT NUMBERS

Center for Naval Analyses
2000 N. Beauregard Street ( 125 AP7 /
| Alexandria, Virginia 22311 =

11. CONTROLLING OFFICE NAME AND ADDRESS

Deputy Chief of Staff (RD&S)
Headquarters, Marine Coxps

T NUMBER
| Washington. D.C, 20380
4. MONITORING AGENCY NAME & ADDRESS(if different from Controlling Otfice) 1S. SECURITY CLASS. (of this report)

Unclassified
15a. DECL ASSIFICATION/ DOWNGRADING
SCHEDULE

16. DISTRIBUTION STATEMENT (of thie Report)

Approved for public release; distribution unlimited.

17. DISTRIBUTION STATEMENT (of the abstract entered in Block 20, I different from Report)

18. su - o,
This|Research @ontribution,does not necessarily represent the opinion of the
Heaiua:ers, '&‘E‘Wt‘s .

19. KEY WORDS (Continue on reverse slde if necessary and identily by block number)
attrition, information, job analysis, job satisfaction, Marine Corps personnel,
morale, motivation, pilots, pilot studies, questionnaires, rates, response, surveys

20. ABSTRACT (Continue on reverse side if necessary and identity by block number)

AQver the past several years, the Marine Corps has experienced an increasingly

high rate of attrition among its pilots and flight officers. Based on a survey of all
active duty and some recently separated pilots and flight officers, this study identifies
the issues and attitudes that motivate the career decision. Recommendations are
made for reducing attrition. i, veo o0 Provioe T teo o

ra ey, \ FERTI- S A The ey L /\t. ;
1} 4 :

DD 5", 1473  woimion or t nov #8 13 OssOLETE
/N 0102- LF- 014- 6601 SECURITY CLASHFICATION OF THIS PAGE (When Data Entered)

).

8C 1 14 Va0 a0 e




3
i
-
3
¢ 4
i
4
1
(i 83 F§
. ]
'g’ ¥ '
E: -
] i
L !
L}
L4
:
-
L
3
3
-

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page

Appendix C - Tabulation of survey respons€scecessessC-1 = C~171

Appendix D - Factor mlysisaac-.o.ooooopoo--onooooD‘l - D-31

Accession For

RTIS GRARI
DDC TAB

Unanmounced
Justification ____ ]

By

Distrirutien/

i__Aveidronility Codes

hiziland/or
Dist special

4

Mo Evtriirg M AT




A et e L e W o el ” g "
3 TN W o A i ot Rk o

ATt P Ay S ik 2 s

&

Vit e C e . . . ' »
t T2 LN . L A
by

APPENDIX C

* TABULATION OF SURVEY RESPONSES

3
¥
b &
]
|
\
B




L g

. APPENDIX C

TABULATION OF SURVEY RESPONSES

INTRODUCTION

This appendix contains a complete tabulation of responses to
1 the survey of active duty and recently separated pilots and

NFOs. Table C-1 contains the tabulation for the active duty

group, table C-2 for the recently separated group,

The notes below will assist in understanding the tables.

Notes for Tables C-1 and C-2

e Variable numbers (e.g., VAROOLl, VARO02, etc.)
correspond to survey question numbers.

- e The variable label immediately following each variable
number is a brief description of the survey question.

e CATEGORY LABELs indicate the possible answers to survey
. questions.

o The following abbreviations apply to CATEGORY LABELs:
VS (Very Strongly), GT (Greater Than), LT (Less Than),
GE (Greater than or Equal to), and LE (Less than or
Equal to).

e The category label NONRESPONSIVE indicates those cases
for which responses were either missing, errant, or
internally inconsistent.

e Values in the CODE column are arithmetic weights given
to answer categories to calculate the mean and median
-- except that NONRESPONSIVE cases are not included.

e The MEAN 1s the arithmetic average of the responses
weighted by the values in the CODE column.

e The MEDIAN is the midpoint of the distribution of
weighted responses —- half the responses are higher,
half lower.

o The number of VALID CASES indicates the total number of
responses used in the calculation of the mean and




Special

median., It is the total number of cases less the
number of nonresponsive (or missing) cases.

Notes for Table C-1

Special

Means and medians for the following questions have the
meaning indicated by the variable label: 9, 14, 17, 18,
20"220

Means and medians for the following questions have the
special meaning indicated: 4 (age), 5 (years since
commissioning), 6 (years since designation as pilot or
NF0), 10 (years of education), and 19 (maturity of
Overseas Control Date (0SCD)).

Means and medians for the following questions are an
index of the attitudes of the respondents, based on the

weighting factors in the CODE column: 25-27, 30-83,
85"93 .

Means and medians for the following questions are es-
sentially meaningless: 1-3, 7, 8, 11-13, 15, 16, 23,
24, 28, 29, 84,

Questions 11 and 23 allowed muitiple responses and,
therefore, have multiple tabulations. 1In each case,
the first tabulation (e.g., VAR23A: CAREER INTENT (1))
shows the responses of those who marked one or more
answers; the second tabulation (e.g., VAR23B: CAREER
INTENT (2)) shows the responses of those who marked two
or more answers; and so on to completion.

Notes for Table C-2

Means and medians for the following questions have the
meaning indicated by the variable label: 5, 9, 10, l4.

Means and medians for the following questions have the

special meaning indicated: 7 (age), 8 (years since
separation from the Marine Corps).

Means and medians for the following questions are an
index of the attitudes of the respondents, based on the
weighting factors in the CODE column: 16-80.

Means and medians for the following questions are
esgentially meaningless: 1-4, 6, 11-13, 15,

The Military Occupational Specialties (M0OSs) listed in survey
questions 3 and 4 are explained in table C-3.




Confidence Intervals

Confidence intervals for proportions given in tables C-1
through C-3 may be calculated as follows: 1f P is the
proportion of respondents giving a particular answer to a
particular question, the confidence limits for P are P + ¢ and
P - ¢, where

6 ¢ [|EBU-R) (N-m) 1/2

a n(N-1) ’

in which n is the number of respo?fents out of a population of
size N, and t, 18 the 100(1-a/2) " percentile value to the
student's t-distribution for n~1 degrees of freedom. This

" means we can be 100(1-a) percent confident that if the response
rate had been 100 percent, the resulting proportion for the
particular response would have been in the range P + ¢ to P - ¢,

1See, for example, reference C-1.
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TABLE C-1

TABLUATION OF RESPONSES OF ACTIVE
DUTY PILOTS AND NFOs

Company grade

VAROO! RANK

CATEGORY LA3EL
2Nu LT

isT LY

CAPT

NEAN
VALID CASES

Field grade

s

VARQO1L RANK

CATEGORY LAAEL
MAJOR

LTcoL

COLONEL

MEAN

VALIO CASES

1.639

RELATIVE
ABSOLYUTE FREQ
coce FREQ P2T)
0w 3 0.2
1. 631 35.7
2. 1152 64.1
reTaL 1756 o0
MEQIAK 1.720
MISSING CASES 0
RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FREY
C00E FREQ (P2T)
3. 917 63.3
4. 356 24.6
Se 176 12.1
TOTL 1449 100.0
MEDI AN 3.290
MISSING CASES 0
c-5

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

0.2
35.7

64.1

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

63'3
24.6
12.1

100.0

cum
FREQ
(PCT)

o.e
35.9

100.0

cum
FREQ
(PCT)
63.3
87.9

100.0




Company grade

TABLE

VARQO2 PRIMARY 40S (1)

CATEGORY LAS3EL
7500-01

?508

7310-11
r520~-22
7540-45
7550=57
1560-65
r575-16
7581-88 CR 9907
739%-98
NONRESPONSIVE

MEAN Se 396

VALID CASES 1754

CO0E
Oe
9%
2.
3.
4.
5«
6o
T.
s 8e
e
9.

TOTAL

MED 1 AN

®ISSING

C-1 (CONT'D)

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FREQ
FRER (PCT)
127 7.2
L3} 2.3
re .1
153 8.7
3 1.3
144 bt
854 48.4
34 1.9
336 19.2
29 1.6
12 0.7
Tires 10000
S <940
CASES 12

ADJUSTED
FREQ
PCT)

T.2
2.3
hol
8.7
1.8
L2 )
48.7
1.9
19.2
1.7
MISSING

100.0

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
7.2
9.6
137
22. 4
242
28.6
77.3
9.2

98.3

100.0

100.0

i
i

R




. TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

| Field grade

VARQO2 PRIMARY n35 (1) '
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cun E

r ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
'} CATEGIRY LABEL COOE FREQ ;e (PCT) (PCT)
A 7500-91 0. 136 12.8 12.9 12.9

; 7508 1. 56 3.9 3.9 16.7

'57 7510-11 2. 95 645 6.6 23.3
1 7520-22 3. 21y 1S.1 15.1 38.5

15640-45 4. 35 2.6 2.4 40.9
i 7550-57 5. 77 5.3 5.3 6.2

1550-65 6. 451 33.2 31.3 79.5
. 1575-16 7. 65 4.5 4.5 84.0

7581-38 GR 9907 8. 232 16.0 1642 100.0

NOANRE SPONSIVE -9, 3 9.2 MISSING  100.0

TOTAL 1449 100.0 100.0
HEAN 4582 MEDTAN 5.616
VALID CASES 1666 MISSING CASES 3

R e e vy




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VAROO3 PRIMARY MIS (2]
RELATIVE  ADSUSTED cum
. A3SOLUTE FREQ FRERQ FREQ
CATEGORY LA3EL FREQ (PCr) (PCT) (PCT)

7500=76, 7597-98 0. 1283 2.7 77.6 T77.6
7581 1. 61 3.5 3.7 81.3
7582 2. 4S5 2.5 2.7 8440
7583 3. 79 4.5 . 48 88.8
7584 4. 18 te9 t.t 89.8
7585 Se 25 leb 1.5 91.4
75¢8 6. 15 2.3 0.9 92.3
rser Te 5.7 6.1 98. 4
7598 8. 24 1.4 1.5 99.8
9997- 9o 3 0.2 0.2 100.0
NONRESPONSIVE -9. 12 6.3 MISSING 100.0

TOTAL 1766 190.0 109,90

MEAN 0.968 MEDIAN 0145

VALID CASES 1654 M1 SSING CASES 112




2R TABLE C-1

(CONT'D)

ks & Field grade

VAR®03 PRIMARY MOS [2)
RELATIVE  ADJUSTED cum

ASSOLUTE FrEy FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LaASSL CODE FRED (®2i) eer) (PCT)
?500-26+ 7597-93 0. 1045 76.3 78.3 78.3
7582 2. 28 1.9 2.0 80.3
7583 3. 49 3.4 3.5 83.9
1584 be 9 0.5 0.6 84.5
75865 5. 20 1.4 1.4 85.9
735086 6. 9 0.6 0.6 86.6
14114 Te 36 2.5 2.6 89.2
1220 8. 3 9.2 0.2 89.4
9907 9 147 10.1 10.6 100.9
NONRESPONSIVE “9. 63 hel MISSING 100.0

oL e 1e0.0 10003

HEAN 1437 MHEDIAN 0.139
VALIO CASES 1386 MISSING CASZS 63




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade
VARS04 YEAR OF BIRTH
RELATIVE
CATEGORY LASEL coo€ ‘B;gtgts ::E?)
1956-1957 23.5 % 5.3
19501953 2r.5 819 464
1946-1949 31.5 722 4049
1942-1945 ‘ 35.5 126 7.1
1938-1941 ' 39.9 2 9.1
1934-1937 e3.5 2 0.1
MONRESPONSIVE -9.0 1 0.1
roraL 1765 100.0
MEAN 29.526 MEDTAN 29.351
VALID CASES 1765 MISSING CASES 1
Field grade
VARQO4 YEA? OF BIRTH
RELATTVE
ABSOLUTE  FRED
CATEGORY LA3EL CODE FREO .  (PIM)
1950-1953 27.5 2 0.1
1966=1949 3.5 107 Tl
19421945 35.5 526 36.3
1938-1941 39.5 354 FI
1934-1937 43.5 253 17 .5
1930-1933 a7.5 169 1.7
1926-1929 S1.5 37 2.6
NONRE SPONSIVE -9.0 1 0.1
totaL  tesy  100.9
NEAN 39,378 NEOLAN 38.50%
VALEID CASES 1443 MISSTNG CASES 1

c-10

ADJUSTED
FREQ
PCcT)

5.3
46.4
40.9

B X

0.1

0.

MISSING

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
tPcr)

0.1
7.4
36.3
2604
17.5
11.7
2.6

MISSING

100.0

(411}
FRFQ
PCY)

Se3
Si.7
92.6
29.8
99.9

100.0

190.0

CUN
FREQ
(PCT)

0.1

7.5
4349
65.3
5.8
974

100.0

100.0
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Companz grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VAROOS YEAR OF COMMISSIQNING

CATEGORY LA3JEL
AFTER 1974
19711974
1967-1970
1963-1966
1959+1962
1955~1958
NONRESPONSIVE

HEARN

VALLD CASES

Field grade

RELATIVE
ASSOLUTE FREQ
coLE FREQ (1)
2.5 s19 29.4
6.5 785 44 .5
10.5 450 © 255
14.5 ] 2.5
18.5 2 0.1
22.5 1 9.1
-9.0 1 0.1
TOTAL 1766 1a0.0
MEDTAN 6.352
MESSING CASES 1

VARQOS YEA? CF CIMMISSIONING

CATEGORY LAJ3EL
1971-1974

1367-1970
1963-1 966
1959-1962
12551958
1951-1 954
19471950

HEAN 16.529

VALRO CASES

OV AU D g 7wy [T eeagpeuepes

RELATIVE
ABSILUTE Fag?
CO0E FREQ Per)
6.5 2 0.1
10.5 3156 26.6
14.5 h&7 30.9
18.5 125 2244
22.5 191 13.2
26.5 124 A.b
30.5 ) 0.3
L 16 tanee
NECTAN 15.789
MISSING CASES o
C-11

Fw sr e

.y

ADJUSTED Cum
FREQ FREQ
PcYy (PCT)

294 29. 4
48,5 73.9
25.5 994
0.5 99.8
0.t 99.9

0.1 100.9
MISS ING 100.0

100.9

ADJUSTED cuN

FRZ2 FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
0.1 0.1
24,6 20,7
30.9 53.6
22.4 78.0
13.2 91.2
8.6 9.7

o.s ‘oo.u

100.0

BEAEAG & L )




Company grade

2!

CATEGORY LASEL
AFTER 1975
1922-1973
19681971
1956-1 967
1960-1963
1956-1959
NONRESPONSIVE

NEAN 4520
VALID CASES 1754

Field grade

CATEGORY LABEL
AFTER 1975
1922-1975
1968-1971
1964~1967
1968-1963
1956-1 959
19582-1955
1940-1 951
PRISR 7D 194% .

REAN 1s5.071
VALID CASES 1449

VARQUG YEAR OESIINATED NA 0% NFO

VAROOS YEAR DESIGNATED NA NR NFOD

ABSILUTE
€00E FREQ
1.5 730
5.5 693
9.5 321
13.5 8
17.5 3
21.5 1
-9.0 2
roTaL 1766
MEDIAN 6,331
MISSING CASES 2
ABSOLUTE
CO0E FREQ
1.5 1
59 15
9.5 430
13.5 410
17.5 2r7r
21.5 198
23.5 115
29.5 2
37.5 1
OTAL tasy
UEOQSAN 18,217
HISSING CASES 0
Cc-12

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

RELATIVE

FRED
(PCT)

1.8

0.2
o.l
0.t

100.9

RELATI VE
FIED
Pery

0.1
1.9
29.7
28.3
19.1
13.7
Te.9
8.t

0.1

100.90

ww ™ LETNp TR o

ADJUSTED

FREQ

(PCT)
41.8
39.3
18,2
0.5
0.2
0.1

MISSING

100.0

AOJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

0.1
1.0
29.7
268.3
19.4
13.7
1.9
Ot

0.t

100.9?

cum
FREQ
(PCT)
41.8
81.1
99.3%
99.8
99«9
100.0

140.¢

CUN
FREQ
PCcT}

0.1

1.1
30.8
59.1
78.2
91.9
99.8
99.9

160.0




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VAROG? SOURCE OF COMMISSION
RELATIVI  ADJUSTED Cun

ABSILUTF  FREQ FREQ FRFQ
CATEGORY LA3EL COBE  FREO (cT) (PCTY  (PCTY
SERVICE ACAOEMY 0. 175 9.2 9.2 9.9
NROFC-REGULAR . 1. 122 .7 %.r 19.6
NROTS=RESERVE 2. 19 1.1 1.1 29.7
PLC-REGULAR 3. 96 Set 5.4 26.2
PLC-RESERVE he 503 2%.5 28.5 54.6
NAVCAD =MARCAD S5e 7 0.4 0.4 55.0
acs 6o 723 0.3 40.9 96.0
OTHER 7. Tt b0 LR ] 100.0
] oL 1765 100.0  100.3
MEAN 4.179 MED JoN 4,237
. VALID CASES 1746 MISSING CASES 0
Field grade
VAROO?  SJURCE OF CIMMISSION
: RELATIVE  ADJUSTEND Cum
ABSOLUTE FRED FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREJ ey (PCT)  (PCT)
SERVICE ACAJENY 0. 97 6.7 6.7 6.7
NRCTC = RE GULAR 1. 143 9.9 9.9 166
NROTC -RE SERVE 2. 32 2.2 2.2 18.9
PLC-REGULAR 3. 76 5.2 5.2 24.0
4 PLCmRESERVE “ 243 16.3 16.4 0.8
NAVCAD =MARCAD Se 394 27.2 27.2 68.0
ocs 6. 393 271 21.1 95.1
. oTHER 7. 7 69 49 100.0
_ TOTAL  1eas 1a0.0  1oo.a
- HEAN . 4301 MEDTAN 4.839

VALID CASES 1449 MISSING CASES 0




Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARGUS MARJTAL STATUS

CATEGORY LASBEL
SINGLE

NARRIED
DIVORCED
SEPARATFO
WIDOWED
NONRESPONSIVE

NEAN 0. 907

VALYD CASFS 1765

Field grade

VARGOS MARITAL STATUS

CATEGORY LASEL
SINGLE

RARRL EO
01VaRCED
SEPARA TED
WIDONED

NONAE SPONSIVE

NEAN 1076
VALID CASES 1447

ABSOLUTE
CODE FREQ
9. 316
1333
2. a3
3. 31
&e 2
“9e 1
TOTAL 17;6
MEDIAN 0.925
MISSING CASES 1
A2SOLUTE
o0t FREQ
0. 18
le 1338
2. 61
3. 23
4o 4
=9 2
TavaL -;::;-
MECIAN 1.027
MISSING CASES 2

RELATIVE
FREQ
(*IT)
17.9
7545

.7
1.9
9.1
0.1

100.0

RELATIVE
Feg)
2ct)

1.2
9243
LYY 4
leb
0.5
%1

1.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)
75,5

‘.'
1.8
o.‘

MISSING

100.0

ADJYSTED
FREQ
(P21

1.2
92,5
4.2
1.6
2.3

MISSING

100.0

cum
FREQ

(PCT)

17.9
93.4
98.1
99.9
190.9

100.0

Cuv
FREQ
(PCT)

1.2
93.7
7.9
99.5

190.9

100.0
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> TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)
b+
-" - Company grade
VARG0?  NUM3IER OF DEPENDENTS
: RE_ATIVE ADJUSTED  CuM
ABSOLUTE  FRED FREQ FREQ
& CATEGORY LAREL CODE  FREQ (>ct) (PCTY  (PCT)
5 NONE 0. 364 20.5 20.6 20.6
v ONE 1. 416 23.6 23.6 462
. TH0 2. 5 23.5 23,5 67.7
THREE 3. s13 23.4 23.4 91.1
FOUR s 129 7.3 7.3 96.4
) FIVE Se 21 1.2 1.2 99.5
six 6. ? 0.6 0.4 99.9
SEVEN 1. 1 0.1 0.1 100.0
’ TOTAL 1766 1009 100,
k
1 NEAN 1.787 NEDTAN 1.748
VALID CASES 1766 MISSING CASES 0




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Field grade

VARDO9 NUM3ER OF OZPENDENTS
RELATIVE ADJUSTEC C'im

ABSOLUTE  FRED FRL2 FRE2
't CATEGORY LABEL CO0E FREQ cr) CPCT) PCT)
3 NONE 0. s 2.5 2.6 2.6
“ ONE 1. 103 Tl 7.1 9.7
e ) 2. 209 16es 144 2401
> THREE 3. 613 02.3 2.3 6604
FOUR - ' 315 2127 21.7 83.1
FIVE 5. 122 8.4 8.4 96.5 .
SIX 6o n 2.6 2.5 °9.1
SEVEN 7. 10 0.7 0.7 99.8
CIGHT a. 2 9.1 0.1 99.9 .
NINE OR #ORE e 1 7.1 0.1 100.0 ;
3 - TOTAL -;::;- ;;;:;. 100.0 :
NEAN 3.138 MEOTAN 3.113
VALID CASES 1649 MISSING CASES 0

i
i




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VARGLO CIVILIAN EQUCATION

CATEGOKY LASEL copE

12 YRS, HSG<GED 12.

13-34YRS, NO DEG 13.
E ASSOCIATE OFGREF 14.
{; 14=16YRS, ND DEG 15.
] BACMZLORS DEGREE 16.
; 6T 15YRS, ND OFG 17.
F ’ MASTERS DEGREE 18.
{ PHO 19.
E . NONRE S PONS 1VE -9.
b ToTAL
E HEAW 16.117 MEDTAN
g VALID CASES 1764 MISSING

ABSDLUTE
FREQ

1

24
25
70
1430
26

187

1766

16.033

CASES

RELATIVE
FREOQ
(PCT)

o“

00‘

msscew

102.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

0.1

1.5

10.6

0.1
MISSING

100.9

Cum
FRED
(PCT)

0.t

2.8
6.8
8.9
89.3
99.9
100.0
100.0




» TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Field grade

VARDIO  CIVILIAN EQUCATION X
RELATIVE AJJUSTED  CUN [
i -
1
1

: ABSOLUTE  FRE3 FRED FREO
\ CATEGORY LAJEL COOE  FREQ (cT) (PCTY  (PCT)
)
: 12 YRS, HSG=GED 12. . 9.6 0.5 0.6
% 13-10YRS, NO DEG 13. 3 5.0 3.0 3.5 5
‘ ASSOCIATE DEGREE 14 13 0.0 9.9 ' 4es '
y 14-16YRS» NO DEG 15. 73 5.0 5.0 9.5 3
BACMELGR S DEGREE 16. e15 56.2 56.3 65.7
GT 16YRS. NO OEG 17. 24 1.7 1.7 87.4
' WASTERS CEGREE 18. 454 32.0 32.0 99.4 )
PHY 19. e 0.6 0.6  100.0
NONRE SPONSIVE 9. 1 3.1 NISSING  170.0 . ]
YOTAL 1449 1099 100.9
HEAN 16.496¢ MEDIAN 16.220
VALID CASES 1448 MISSING CASES 1

’

|
| g




Company grade

Field grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

MILITARY SCHDNLS ATTENDED [1)

VARSLA
RELATIVE
ABSOLYUTE FREY
CATEGORY LASEL COOF FREQ (PCT)
NONE 0. 1066 5044
ANPNIIWARSCOL 1. 260 147
CGMNAND & STAFF 2. 2 0.1
NAVYARCOL 3. 1 0.1
SPL £0 PGM ‘. 2t 1.2
OTHER Se A4 23 .4
NINRES POKSIVE -9. 2z "
fotaL 17e6 10,0
ME AN 1.372 MEDIAN 0.327
YALED CASES 1764 MYSSING CASES 2
VARLLA MILITARY SCHODLS ATTENDED (1]
RELATIVE
: ABSCLUTE FRED
CATEGORY LASEL cont FREO e
NONE 0. 234 15.1
ANPHIBHARSCOL 1. 742 51.2
COMMAND & STAFF 2. 256 tr.r
NAVNARCOL 3. 39 e.r
SPL EO PGY P 57 3.9
OTHER 5. 121 8.4
TOTAL 1449 100.9
nEAN 1.521 MEDTAN 1161
VALID CASES 1449 MISSING CASES o

ADJUSTED
FRED
¢pPcT)Y

60.4
14,7
0.1
0.1
1.2
23.5

MISSING

100.0

AQJUSTED
FRCQ
(PCT)
16.1
S1e2
17.7

2.'

3.9

8.6

100.9

cum
FREQ
(PCcT)
60.4
75.2
75.3
75.3
76.5

100.0

100.0

Cuv
FREQ
(PCY)
161
574
85.0
8r.7
91.6

100.0

iz’ e e




; » TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VAR11D MILITARY SCHCOLS ATTVENCCED [2)
RECATIVE ADJUSTED Cum

: ABSOLUTE  FRED FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LA3EL CODE  FREQ (PCT) tPCTY  (PCT)
COMMAND & STAFF 2. 9 0.5 16.1 16.1
NAVNARCOL 3. 1 0.1 1.8 17.9
SPL ED PGY ‘. s 0.3 8.9 26.8
OTHER _ s. “ 2.3 73.2  100.0
NONRE S PONSIVE -9. 1710 9.9  MISSING 100.0
YoTAL 1766 100.3 10000
‘ NEAR 4,393 MEDIAN 0817
g VALID CASES 56 MISSING CASES 1710 )

T
.

Field grade

VARL13 MILITARY SCHOOLS ATTENUFD (2)
RELATIVE  ADJUSTED Cum

. AZSOLUTE  FRER FRER FREQ
CATEGIRY LAJEL COOE  FREQ Pcr) (PCTY  (PCT)
ANPHIB HARS COL 1. t 0.1 0.2 0.2
CONMANG ¢ STAFF 2. 205 16.1 44.5 ahed
! NAVUARCOL 3. 3 3.9 9.3 S6e0
SPL ED PGM .. 68 .7 14.8 66.8
! OTHER 5. 148 9.9 31.2 190.0
' NONRE SPONS IVE -9, 9an 63.2  MISSING  190.0
TOTAL 1449 100.0  100.0
NEAN 3.323 MEDIAN 3.070
VALBD CASES 1 MISSING CASES 988




E W - TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VASLLC MILITARY SCHOOLS ATTENDED (3)

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE  FRED
, CATEGIRY LA3EL CO0E  FREQ ©oen
. NAVMARCCL 3. 1 0.1
fi SPL ED PGM ‘. 1 0.1
OTHER 5. 2 9.1
NONRESPONSIVE -9. 1762 9.9
ToTAL 1766 100.0
. NEAN 4. 250 MEDIAN 4.500
) VALID CASES . MISSING CASES 1762
Field grade
v VARI1C  MILITARY SCHOGLS ATTENDEG [3)
] RELATTVE
4 ABSS.UTE  FRED
[ CATEGORY LASEL cooE FREQ (P2l
1 COMMAND & STAFF 2. 1 0.1
NAVMARCOL e 14 1.9
’j SPL EO PGV ‘o 3a 2.1
' OTHER S. 12 5.3
NONRE 5PONS1VE -9. 1327 9146
TOTaL  1ess 10043
HEAN 4.500 “EQ1AN ‘.708
VALID CASES 122 NISSING CASES 1327

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)
25.0
25.0
50.0

HISSING

100.0

ADJUSTED
F?E2
(PCT)

0.9
11.3
24.6

63.1

MISSING

100.3

cus
FREQ
(PCT)
25.0
50.0
194.9

103.0

cum
FRE3

PCT)
0.8
12.3
36 .9
100.0

100.0




Company grade

VARL1D

CATEGORY LA3EL
. NONRESPONS1VE

VALIO CASES 0

Field grade

VAR®LD

CATEGIRY LA3EL
NAVEARCIL

SPL EO PGM
OTHER
NOKRESPONSIVE

NEAN 4.084

VALIO CASES 19

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

CcooE
-9

TOTAL

MILITARY SCHOOLS ATTENDFD (4]

ABSILUTE
FREQ

1756

1766

MISSING CASES 1766

{1b]3
3.
4.
Se

"9

TOTAL

MEDIAN

MILITARY SCHOOLS ATTENDED (4]

ABSOLUTE
FREQ

1

4

14
1430

1449

4.0821

MISSING CASES 1430

RELATIVE
FREQY
(PCr)

100.0

100.9

AFLATIVE
FREY
eer)

0.1
003
1.0

98.7

100.9

ADJUSTED
FREQ
CPCT)

MISSING

109.)

ACJUSTED
FRED
(PCY)

5.3
2i.1
3.7

MISSING

100.9

Cun
FREQ
PCT)

100.0

SuH
FREQ
PeY)

5.3
26.3

100.0

100.0

!
s
I3




Field grade

VARILE

CATEGORY LA3EL
SPL EO PGM
OTHER

NONRES PONSIVE

MEAN 6¢.500

VALID CASES 2

VARLLIF

CATEGORY LaA3EL

VALID CASES ]

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

MILITARY SCHOOLS ATTENOED [5)]

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FREQ
C00E FREQ 2n
be 1 0.1
Se 1 0.1
9. 1447 99.9
TOTAL 1449 100.0
MEDIAN 4.500
MISSING CASES 1447
RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FREQ
CooE FARED «©Ccn
~Je 1449 109.9
TOTAL 1449 109.0
MISSING CASES 1447

ADJUSTFED
FREQ
(PCT)

50.0
59.0

MISSING

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

MISSING

199.9

cum
FREQ
(PCT)
50.0
100.0

1099

.
R
!
i
'
!

cuM
FREOQ .
PCT) i

100.0




Company grade

VARO: 2 DUTY STATYS

CATEGORY LABEL
REGULAR
RESERVE
NONREIPONSLIVE

HEAN 0. 341
VALID CASES 1761

Field grade

VARO12 QuUTY STATUS

CATEGORY LABEL
REGUWAR
RESERVE
NONRESPONSIVE

REAN 0. 041
VALID CASES 1446

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE  FRZQ
CODE  FREQ (PCT)
9. 1161 65.7
1. 600 3.0
-9. s 0.3
TOTAL 1768 10043
MEDIAN 0.258
MISSING CASES 5
RELATIVE
ARSOLUTE  FRED
CODE  FREQ ©cr)
0. 1336 95.7
1. 60 st
-9. 3 9.2
TOTAL 1649 taeus
NEDIAN 0.022
MISSING CASES 3

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCY)

65.9
34,1
HISSING

100,92

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

95.9
fot
MISSING

100.0

cum
FREQ

wPecT)

659
100.0
100.0

cus
FREQ
(PCT)
’s.’
100.0

100.0

|




Company grade

YAROL3

CATEGORY LABEL
HSFC DR QUANTICO
CHERRY POINT

NEw RIVER
BEAUFORT» S.C.
CANP PENOLETON
ELTOROLSANTA=ANA
HAWAIT

JAPAN

NATC

OTHER
NCARESPONS IVE

HEAN

VALID CASES

4,847

1764

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

CURIENT DUTY STATICN

CO0E

1o

LT3

M1SS

(9]
'

0.
1.
2e
3o
Ao
Se
be
Te
8.
9.
“9e

TAL

AN

ING

25

RELATIVE
ABSNLYTE Fleld
FREQ (PCT)
105 5.9
176 10.9
261 16 .8
70 el
123 72
293 150
138 T.8
156 8.3
188 10.6
249 16.1
2 J.1
Tires 1em.a
44985
CASES 2

ADJUSTED cux
FREQ FRYQ
(PCT) PCYr)

6.0 5.0
10.0 15.9
16.8 30.7

4.0 34.7

7.3 42.0
16.6 58.6

r.8 66.b

e,.n 75.2
10.7 85.9
1.1 140.%

MISSING 100.0

100.0




o g i B oo e A T e pl s e O it £ g o il

N TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Field grade

VAROL3 CURRENT JUTY STATION
RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cuw

: ~ ASSOLUTE  FRED FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LASEL CODE  FREQ PcT) PCT)  CPCD)

33 NONC DR QUANTICD . 2re 18.8 15.8 18.8

'%i CHERAY PCINT 1. 136 9.4 9.4 28.2

3 NEW RIVER 2. 81 5¢6 5.6 33.7
SEAUFIRT, S.T. 3. 1 2.9 2.8 3646 !
CANP PENDLETON ‘. ss 3.9 3.8 0.6
ELTORGLSANTA=ANA 5. 159 10.9 10,9 51.3

3 HAJALL 6o 94 6.5 645 57.8 . 1
JAPAN 7. 132 9.1 9.1 66.9 3
NATE 8. s8 4.0 8.0 70.9 :
OTHER . . 22 29.1 29.1  100.0 *

TOTAL 1449 100.0 - 100.0

wEAN 4956 MEOIAN 5.383 ]

] VALID CASES 1449 M1ISSING CASES 0 . .

RO




P T

TABLE (-1 (CONT'D)

Companz grade

VAROL 4 TIME ON STATION (NONTHS)

CATEGORY tA3gL COoE
LESS THAN S 2.
5~5 T.
19-14 12+
15-19 17.
20~2% 22.
25-2% 27«
30~34 1.
35-39 37.
A0=44 42.
45 OR yoRF 47.
NQNRESPONSI'E -9

ToTAL
MEAN 17.625 MEDTAN

YALID cases 1761 MISSING

ASSOLYTE
FRELQ

161
3193
319
199

229

139
84
o4
595

5

1766

14.683

CASES

RELATIVE
Facy
(*C1)

9.!

22.3

100.0

ADJUSTED Cun

FAE) FREQ
(PCTY  ¢pery
9.1 9.1
22.3 31.5
18.1 49.6
11.3 60.9
13.0 73.9
7.3 81.7
7.9 89.6
6.8 %4
2.5 96.9
3.1 100.0

MISSTING 190.0

LT 1 TP

100.0




Field grade

VARQ14 TINE ON STATION CHONTHS)

CATEGORY LA3EL
LESS THAN S
S=9

10-%s

135-39

2024

25-29

36-34

335-39

40-64

45 OR mOAE

MEAN 19.591
VALID CASES 14649

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

caoE
2.

7.
12.
17.
22,
27.
32.
37.
42.
A7,

TaraL

MEOIAN

ABSILUTE
FREQ

re
383
164
139.
210
92
tos
63
69
54

1449

18.115

MISSING CASES

0

RELATIVE
FRE)
PCr)

5.3
2644
11.3

9.6
16,5

6.3
13.7

6.3

4.8

3.7

100.0

ADJUSTED

FREQ

ecry

53
26. 4
11.3

946
14,5

6.3
13.7

4.3

4.8

37

100.0

cun
FREQ
(PCT)

Se3
3L.?7
431
52.7
67.1
73.5
87.2
9.5
96.3

100.0




. Comganz grade

VAROLS FLIGHT STaTus

CATEGORY LaseL
otrap

DIFOEN

oTHER
NCNRESPONS [V

KEAN G.136

- VALID CASEs 1753

Field grade

VARALS FLIQN! STATyuS

CATEGIRY La3epL
oiFce

OIfFDEN

QTHER

NONRES PONS) ¥E

. NEAN 9. 402

VALID caAses 1446

RELATTVE
ABSOLUTE FREQ
Ca0E FREQ ©cr)
. 1543 A7,
1. 200 1.3
2. 20 1.1
~9. 3 0.2
0T 1766 remen
NEDIAN 0.021
MISSING CASES 3
RELATI VS
ABSOLYTE FRE
cong FREQ crcry
0. 8i9 60.7
1. 552 38.1
2. 15 1.0
-9, 3 9.2
TOTAL  1as fona
MEOIAN 0.323

MISSING Cases

. TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

ADJUSTED

FREQ
(PCT)Y

87.5

1t.3

1.1
HiSSING

100.0

A3JUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)
0.5
38,2

1.0

MISSING

100,92

Cuwm
FREQ
[ LOA )
7.s
96.9

100.0

100.0

Cus
FREQ
PCT)
6d.8
99.0

100.0

190.0




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

f, Company grade

VARO1 S PREMARY DUTY ASSIGNMENT [CURRENT J09)
’ RELATIVE ADJUSTED cun

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FRE
4 CATEGORY LASBEL CODE FREQ (cn (PCr) (PCT)
\ WING DEPT HEAD : 0. 2 0.t 0.1 0.1
- WING STAFF 1. 29 1.6 1.6 1.8
4 GRP CO-X0~0PT «d 2. 21 1.2 . 1e2 3.0
GROWP STAFF 3. 82 4.6 87 1.6
SQ=0ET CO-x2-01¢ he 72 bt 41 11.7
SE=DET PILOT Se 862 48,3 48.9 60.6
2 FLIGHT INSTR 6. 194 11.0 11.9 71.6 -
2 GRAD PILOT TRAIN 7« 29 1.5 1e6 73.3
Hane ' 8. 10 0.6 0.6 73.8
QTHER 9. 461 26,1 26,2 100.0 *
NONRESPINSIVE =9 4 0.2 MISSING 100.0
TOTAL 1766 130.0 1000
NEAM 5.965 NEQIAN $.283 1

VALID CASES 1762 MISSING CASES [




e T

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

E - Field grade s
‘\:
VARO16 PRIMARY DUTY ASSIGNMENT CCURRENT J08)
RELATIVE  ADJUSTED cum
: ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LA3EL cooe FREQ (2cT) (PCT)y tPct)
- WING DEPT HEAD 0O 26 1.8 1.6 1.8
WING STAFF 1. 66 hob Soh 6.2
GRP CO-XC-OPT HO 2. 94 6.5 6e5 12.7
GRQUP STAFF ' 2. 55 3.9 3.8 16.5
$Q~DET CO-X9-0]C 4. 248 17.1 17.1 33.6
Sa<-DET PILOT 5. 139 9.5 9.6 83.2
. FLIGHT INSTR 6o 49 3.4 3.4 46.6
- GRAD PILGT TRAIN 1. 1 0.1 0.1 467
HOnG 8. 154 19.5 10.6 57.3
. OTHER ) 9. 618 8227 s2.7 100.0
NONRE S PONS I VE 9. 1 0.1 MISSING 100.0
TOTAL 1449 100.0 100.0 '
nEAN 6.353 NEDIAN 7.812 . 1
VALID CASES 1448 MISSING CASES 1




g

AT W Rk LT

s ot

Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

vanet?7 LENGTH OF WIRK WEEK L[DAYS)

CATEGORY LAREL
LE S

GT S» LT 5.5
5.3

6T 5.5, LT 6
6

GT & LT 6.5
6.5

6T 6.5, LT ?
?
NONRESPONSIVE

REAN 5S4 442

VALIO CASES 1761

CODE
$.00
5.25
5.50
575
6.00
6.25
650
675
1.00

-9.090

TOTAL

MEDIAN

RELATIVE
ABSALUTE FREQ
FREQ (PeTY
540 30.6
506 28,7
109 6.2
343 19.4
108 6.1
93 5.%
4 8.2
22 1.2
36 2.0
5 9.3
1766 toa.a
5.293
5

MISSING CASES

ADJUSTED

FREQ

(PCT)Y

30,7
28,7
6.2
19.5
6.1
5.3
9.2
1.2
2.0

MISSING

100.0

Cum
FREQ
ey
Jo.7
5944
65.6
85.1
91,2
96.5
96.7
%8.0

100.0

190.9

Py,
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TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

-
o ATPTRPIRE e o

) . Field grade
ot
: VAROL?  LENGTH OF WIRK WEEK [DAYS)
i RELATIVE AOJUSTED  CuM
ABSOLUTE  FReg FReo FREQ
by CATEGORY LA3EL COOE  FREQ (°cT) (PCT)  CPCT)
*) LE 5 5.00 512 55.3 5.4 5.4
4 GT §» LV S.5 5.25 «85 33.5 33.5 690
‘. 5.5 $.50 93 64 6.t 75.4
ST $e5, LT 8 5.75 231 15.9 16.9 91.4
' 3 6.00 4s 3.1 Sl 94,5
. 6T & LT 6.5 4 6.25 s 3.1 3.1 97.6
F 6.5 6.50 . 0.3 0.3 97.9
6T 6.5+ LT 7 6.75 13 0.9 9.9 TR
? 7.00 17 1.2 1.2 100.0
NONRESPONSIVE -9.00 . 0.3 HMISSING  100.0
TOTAL 1449 100.0  100.0 3
HE AN 54349 MEDTAN 5.234
VALIO CASES 1445 MISSING CASES . i

|




Company grade

VAda18

CATEGORY LAIJEL

LT
(13
GE
GE
GE
GE
6E
GE
(13

GE

NONRESPONSIVE

40

40
45»
30»
L >
89,
65,
70,
25
80

NEAN

LT
LY
LY
LT
LY
LY
LY
LT

LENGTH JF WORK WEEX (HOURS)

45
50
55
60
65
70
15

8q

VALIQD CASES

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

RELATIVI  ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE  FaEy FREQ
COOE  FREQ (°Cr) CPCT)
7.5 57 3.2 3.2
02.5 2853 16.9 16.1
7.5 369 20.9 20.9
52.5 ‘e 23.4 23.5
7.5 211 15.3 15.6
62.5 200 1.5 114
67.5 96 et 5.6
72.5 37 2.1 2.1
77.5 12 0.7 0.7
82.5 23 1.3 1.3
~9.0 . 0.2  WISSING
roraL 1786 100.0 100,80
MEDIAN 52.077
MISSING CASES .

Cun
FREQ
(PCT)

3.2
19.3
40.2
63.7
79.1
90.5
95.9
93.0
98,7

100.9
100.0




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Field;gréde

VARaLS LENGTH OF WORK WEEK (HOURS)
RELATIVE ADJUSTLD cun

ABSOLUTE  F3£? FRED FREQ
CATEGORY LASEL CODE  FREQ (PLI) CPCT)  (PCT)
LY W 7.5 36 2.5 2.5 2.5
GE 80, LT 45 02.5 36 21.8 21.9 26.3
GE &5, LT %0 4r.5 349 261 28.1 8.5
GE SV, LT 55 52.5 315 21.7 21.8 70.3
GE $5, LT 60 57.5 220 15.2 15.2 £5.5
GE 60, LT 65 62.5 125 8.6 8.6 94.1
GE €5, LT 70 67.5 a7 3.2 3.3 9744
GE 70, LT 75 72.5 26 1.8 1.8 99.2
GE 25, LT 80 7.5 3 0.4 2ok 99.6
GE 80 82.5 6 0.4 0.¢  100.0
NONRESPONSIVE -9.0 3 0.2 HISSING  190.0

TOTAL 1847 100.5  100.0

NEAN S1.435 MEDIAN 50,349
VALID CASES 1446 MISSING CASES 3

C-35




L i bbb s SR i o3 o ¥ i S P ety >
> TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)
Company grade
' .
u
- . VAROL9  OVESEAS SONFROL DATE CYEAR)
- RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUW
ABSOLUTE  F3¥d FREY FREQ
CATEGIRY LAEL CODE  FREQ PeT) (PCTY  CPCT)
1978-1979 0.8 245 13.9 25.7 25.7
i 1976-1977 2.5 272 15,4 28.s Se.1
iy ¢
£ 1974-1975 6.5 122 9.7 . 18.0 72.1
. 1972-1973 €3 134 7.6 1400 86.2
' 1970-1971 8.5 68 3.9 7.1 93.3
1968-1969 10.5 “r 2.7 6.9 98.2
1966-1967 12.5 9 0.5 0.9 99.2
‘PRIOR TO 1966 16.5 8 0.5 0.8  100.0 )
NONRESPONSIVE =9.0 6 0.3 WISSING 100.0
UNKNDWN -0.0 Sed 0.8 WISSING  100.0 .
NOTAPPL=OVERSEAS -7.0 261 16,8 MISSING , 100.0
TOTAL 1766 100.9 190.2
|
E MEAN 5.988 MEDTAN 3.121
{ VALIO CASES 755  MISSING CASES 811 :
g E
4 ]
:
:
;
; 4
k

B
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Field grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARO19 OVERSEAS CONTRCL DATE (VElﬁl

CATEGORY LASJEL
1578=1%79
LeT6-1977
19741975
1972-1973
1918-1971
1968-1969
1966-1967
PRIOR TO 1966

UNKNONN
NOTAPPL~CVERSEAS
NEAN (Y Y:14

VALED CASES 1300

CODE
C.8

2.5
4.5
6.5
8.5
16.5
12.5
14.5
~8.0
=7.0

TOTAL

MED IAN
MISSING

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE  FRED
FREQ Pt
170 1.7
322 22.2
362 25.0
335 23.1
98 6.8
5 9.3
6 0.4
2 0.1
12 2.8
137 9.5
s 100.0
40389
CASES 149

e oAy

ADJUSTED

FRED
(PCT)

13.1
24,8
27 .8
25.9
7.5
Q.4
0.5
0.2
MISSING
MISSING

100.0

cumM
FREQ
(PCT)

13.1
37.8
65 .7
91.5
99.0
996
99.3
100.0
190.0

100.0




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

»
’ Company grade
]
; VAROZO  TIME IN TACTICAL SQORNS OR DETS [YEASS?
4 RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE £330
: CATEGORY LAJEL CODE  FREQ (P2T)
: NCNE _ 9.0 159 9.9
LT 1 0.5 653 7.0
GS 1, LT 2 1.5 453 26.2
GE 2o LT 3 2.5 236 13.4
GE 3s LT & 3.5 113 6.7
GE 4 LT 5 6.5 " 2.5
GE 5o LT 6 5.5 33 1.9
GE 6 LT 7 £.5 27 1.5
GE T» LY 8 7.5 12 10
GE 8 8.5 10 0.6
NONRE SPANSIVE “9.0 5 9.3
roraL 1765 1e1.0
HEAN 1.5%9 MEDIAN 1324
VALID CASES 1761 MISSING CASES 5

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PcT)

9.0
37.1
263
13.4

6.7

2.5

1.9

1.5

1.0

8.6

niSSIvG

cewgaew

100.9

cum
FRFQ
(®*CT)
9.0
k6.1
T2.4
85.8
92.5
95.0
%7
98. 4
994
100.0

100.0

ik i




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Field grade

AR e e K o B TR IE P~

YARD20 VIME In TACTICAL 3Q0RNS OR DETS L(Y:Zaas)
RELATIVE  ADJUSTFD

ABSAUTE  Far) FRED
CATESORY LAIEL CODE  FMEQ ) (Pery
NONE 0.0 50 3.5 3.5
LTt 0.5 259 1.5 18,7
GE 1s LT 2 1.5 255 17.5 17.7
€ 20 LT 3 2.5 210 14.5 14,6
GE 3 LT & 3.5 150 10.4 10.4
GE &+ LT S “.5 116 343 ..
GE S LT 6 s.5 13 5.0 5.1
GE 60 LT ? 6.5 56 3.9 3.9
GE 7, LT & 7.5 W0 2.4 2.8
it 8 8.5 222 15.3 15.4
NONRESPONSIVE -9.0 8 0.6 MISSING

TOTAL 1845 103.0  100.0
NEAN 3.499 MEDE AN 2.599
VALIO CASES  1as1 MISSING CASES 8

cu
FRES
(PCY)
5.5
22.1
35.8
S6.4
64.8
72,9
.9
81.8
84.6
100.0

100.0




CYRC - .

> TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

k- VARO21 TOTAL FLIGHY HOURS

k- RELAFIVE ADJUSTED cuM
p ABSOLUTE = FREd FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LA3EL €ovE FREQ (PIT) (PCT) (PCT)
b LT So0 . 2Sh. 288 16.3 16.3 16.3
% GE %09, LT 1100 800. 659 7.3 37.3 53.7
' GE 3100, LT 1700 1400. &40 2649 2449 78.6
GE 8700, LT 2300 2000. 237 134 13.4 92.0
GE 230Ge LT 2900 2600. er 4.9 4.9 96.9
GE 2990 LT 3500 3200. 39 22 2.2 99.2
. GE 3590¢ LT 4100 3800. 9 0.5 0.5 9.7
: GE 4200, LT 4700 4400. 2 0.1 d.1 99.8
GE 47900, LT 53300 5000. 3 0.2 0.2 99.9
GE 3309 56C0. 1 0.1 0.1 100.0 *
NONRESPONSIVE =9 1 0.1 KTSSING 100.0
ToTL 1765 ta0.s  1asus f
NEAYN 1191.955 MEDIAN 1021.16¢8 ;

VALID CASES 1765 MISSTING CASES 1
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TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARO21 TOTAL FLIGHT HOURS

CATEGORY LAJEL
GE 500, LT 1100

GZ ¥100, LT
GE 17000 LT
GE 2300, LT
GE 2900, LT
GE 3500, LT
GE 4100, LT
GE 4700, LT
GE 3300

1769
2300
294949
3500
4109
L?99

5300

NONRESPONSIVE

NEAN

VALID CASES

3402.219

1448

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FRZQ
cooE FREQ 2CT)
899, 16 l.1
1400. 86 S5e9
2000, 297 16.3
2600. 260 17.9
3200. 237 154
3a00. 203 ik.0
(21 181 12.5
54¢o0. 113 T.%
5600, 145 10.0
-9, 1 J.1
TOTAL  1ese 10,0
MEDIAN 3292.490S
MISSING CASES 1

ADJUSTED Cun

FREQ FREQ
(PCTY  (PCT)
1.1 1.1
5.9 7.0
14.3 21.3
1.0 39.3
15.4 55.7
14.0 69.7
12.5 2.2
7.8 90.0

10.0 100.0
HUISSING 109.9

1900.0

o var YR




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

_,,mwam~‘
i 4

-

Company grade

Y

YARGZ2?2 TIME SEPARATED FRONM CFPENDENTS (YEARS]
RELATIVE AQJUSTED Cus

ASOLUTE  F2€) FRED FRED
CATEGORY LASEL CO0E  FREQ ey (PCT)  (PCTY
NONE ’ A 0.0 62 3.5 4.2 8.2
LT e.5 s21 $29.5 35.4 39.6
GE to LY 2 1.5 A8 27,6 33.2 72.8
GE 2, LY 3 2.5 283 16.0 19.2 92.90
GE 30 LY & 3.5 38 5.3 6.7 98.6
GE & LT S 6.5 T 2.9 1.0 99.6
Gt S» LT & 5.5 s 9.2 9.3 99.9
GE 65 LT 7 €.5 2 2.1 0.1 100.0
NONRESPONS I VE -e,0 2 0.t NISSING  100.0
ND DEENDENTS ~8.4 292 16.5 MISSING 1000

rata 1766 1000 100.0

MEAN 1.454 MEDTAN 1.807

VALID CASES 1472 MISSING CASES 294

PP




. TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

by - Field grade

VARQ22 JINE SEPARATED FROWM CEPENODENTS [YEARS)
RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cun

ABSILUTE  FRED FREQ FREQ
3 CATESORY LAZEL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCT)  (PCT)
ACNE 0.0 3 0.4 0.4 0es
LT 1 0.5 16 1.1 tat 1.5
. GE I» LY 2 1.5 95 646 6.5 8.2
i GE 2o LT 3 . 2.5 306 2t.t 21,3 29.5
] GE S» LT & 5.5 385 25.5 26.9 S6e3
"» GE & LT 5 .5 325 22.4 22.6 79.3
. GE 5 LT 6 5.5 196 13.5 13.7 92.6
GE s LT 7 6.5 61 0.2 .3 96.9
. GE 2 75 43S 3.1 3.1 100 .9
NO OEPENDENTS 8.0 14 1.0 MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 1649 1ea.a 100.0
NEAN 3.859 NEDIAN 3.632

YALTD CASES 1435 MISSING CASES 14

T VLIT SUTL T N i gt




, TABLE C-1 (CONT'D) .
¥
T Company grade -
3 VARZ3A  CAREZER INTENT (1)
RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUM
ABSOLUTE  FRED FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LASEL CODE  FREQ Pcr) (PCTY  (PCT)
L) RETIRE AT 20 YOS " 0. 353 20.0 2941 20.1
f RETIRE 21-29 YOS 1. 97 5.5 5.5 25.6
- RETEIRE AT 30 YOS 2. 2 2. C2as 28.9
t RETIRE 8EYCNO 30 3. 21 1.2 1.2 2941
REZIGN=AIRLINE ‘. 382 2a.6 21.7 50.9
k RESIGN=GOVT s. 37 2.1 2.1 $3.0
i RESIGN=0THER 6. 214 12.1 12.2 65e1 :
1 RESERVE AUGMEVT 7. 87 () .9 70.1
; TRANS-GTHER SVC 8. 17 1.0 1.0 71.9 .
' unoECI CEC 9. sto 28.9 29.0  100.0
1 NONRE SPGNS1VE -9, 6 0.3  MISSENG  100.0
ToTAL 1766 100.6  10%.3
. MEAN " 44873 MEDIAN .46l

VALIO CASES 1760 MISSING CASES 6




o
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TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

i
R Company grade
ot
3 VAR233  CAREER INTENT (2) ]
= : RELATIVE AOJUSTED  cuM
. ABSOLUTE  FIED FREQ FREQ
,z CATEGORY LASEL CODE  FREQ cr) (PCTY  (PCD)
] RETIRE 21-29 YOS 1. 13 0.7 5.2 Se2
5 RETI®C AT 39 YGS 2. 2 9.1 0.8 6.0
RETERE BEYGND 30 : 3. 2 0.1 0.8 6.9
RESTGN=AIRLINE '™ s 2.5 17.7 24.6
_ RESIGN=GCVT s. “ 2.5 17.7 2.3
L RESIGN-0THER 6. a8 2.7 19.4 61.7
. RESERVE AUGMENT 1. 38 2.2 15.3 77.0
TRANS=OTHER SVYC s. 16 2.9 6.5 83.5 -k
UNDECIJED 9. o1 2.3 16.5  100.0
) NONRE SPONSIVE 9. 1519 86.0  MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 1766 100.3 1000
NEAN 5.927 MED 18N 5.896
VALID CASES 248 M15SING CASES 1518

e Lo

L

il
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TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

-

?
j

Field grade

VARZSA CAREER INTENT (1]
RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cum

AQSOLY TE FREQ FRES FREQ
CATEGORY LA3EL cooe FREQ e er) (PCT) rcr)
RETIRE AT 20 YQS 0. 508 42.0 s2.0 42.0
RETIRE 21-29 YOS 1. 1Y% | 30.5 30.6 72.5
RETIRE AT 30 YO3 2. 136 9.4 9.4 81.9
RETIRE SEYOND 30 3. 64 tob [} 96.3 :
RESIGN=AIRLINE 4o 54 2.3 2.3 856.7 3
RESIGN=GOVT Se s 0.3 0.3 89.0
RESIGN=0THER 6. 16 t.l 1.1 90.1 .
TRANS=0OTHER SVC s. 1 0.1 0.1 %0.1
UNDECIOEL 9 143 9.9 9.9 100.0
T 1449 00,0 100.0 .
- NEAN 1.6%4 FEOIAN 0.763
i VALID CASES 1849 MISSING CASES 0
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TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Field grade

VAR233 CAREER INTENT [2)
RELATIVE  AJJUSTED Sum

ASSOLUTE  FRED FRED FREQ
CATEGDRY LABEL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCTY  (PCT)Y
RETIRE 21-29 Yas 1. 19 1.2 28.1 28.1
RETIRE AT 30 YOS5 2. 2 0.1 3.1 5.3
RETIRE BEYOND 30 3. 3 0.2 a7 35.9
RESIGN-AIRLINE ‘. 3 0.2 .7 0.6
RESIGH=-0THER 6. 1 D.8 17.2 S7.8
3 ] RESERVE AUGMENT 1. 6 0.6 9.4 67.2 13
: TRANS-OTHER SVC 8. 1 0.1 1.5 68.8 '
g UNOECIDEC 9. 20 1.4 31,3 10040
. NONRE SPONSTVE -9. 1385 95.6  MISSING  100.0
) TOTAL 1449 100.0 10043
i 18
£ MEAN 5.297 NEDIAN 6.045 ;
? VALID CASES 64 PISSING CASES 1385
i
3
c-47 4
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; TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

YAR2SC CAREER INTENT (1)
: RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum

ABSOLUTE FREQ FRED FREQ
CATESORY LASEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) PCT)
RETIRE AT 20 YOS 9. 1 0.1 0.9 0.9
RETIRE AT 30 YOS 2. 2 0.1 1.8 2.8
RETIRE BEYOND 30 3. 2 0.1 1.8 4.6
RESIGN=AJOLINE 4 4 0.2 3.7 8.3
RESIIN=GOVT Se 8 0.5 7.3 15.6
RESIGN=OTHER 6e 35 2.0 32.1 7.7
RESERVE AUGMENT 7. 15 a.8 13.8 61.5 *
TRAN3=OTHER SVC 8. 12 0.7 11.0 T2.5
UNDECI DED 9. 30 1.7 2r.5 100.0 ]
NONRES PONSIVE 9. 1657 93.8 MISSING  100.9

TOTAL 1766 100.0  100.0

HEAN 6.853 MEDIAN $.667
VALID CASES 109 Mi3SING CASES 1657

tais




R = S Pt T
. TABLE C-1 (CONT'D) 1
i
- i
. . Field grade i
'y
i VARZIC  CAREER INTENT £1) ;
*+ 4 RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUM .4
. ABSOLUTE  FRED FREQ FREQ o
CATEGDRY LA3EL CODE  FRED [E133) PCT) (PCT)
l RETSRE AT 30 YOS 2. s 9.3 23.5 23.5 ;
s RETIRE BEYOND 30 3. 1 0.1 5.9 29.4
3’ RESIGN=AIRLINE 4. 1 0.1 5.9 35.3
RESIGN=GOVT S. 1 0.1 5.9 e1.2 ;
FT RESIGN=3THER 5. 1 0.1 5.9 o7.1 :
S N N
E RESERVE AUGMENT 1. 1 9.t 5.9 52.9 :
i UNDECIDED 9. a 9.6 A7.1 119.0 §
1 KCNRESPONSIVE “je 1432 98,9 MISSING 19940 i
{ ?E PR cowowe coemen : '
; TOTAL 1449 100.0 100,09 :
Y. D]
: NEAN 6-176 MED IAN 7.000 .
} VALID CASES 1y MISSING CASES 1432 1 3
; i T
3 E R
|
h . g
f .
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» TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

——"

Company grade

VAR2Y) CAREER YINTENT (&)
. RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum

Riaimiiy & m“ "
-
L3

ABSOLUTE  FRED FREQ  FREQ
CATEGORY LA3EL CO0E  FREQ (CT) (PCTY  CPCD)
: RETIRE 21-29 YOS 1. 1 0.1 2.4 2.4
2 RETIRE SEYOND 30 3 1 0.1 2.4 bes
§ RESTGN-GOVT 5. 1 0.t 2.4 7.3
£ RESTaN=0THER 6. s 0.5 195 26.8
e RESERVE AUGHENT 7. s 0.3 12.2 39.0
ﬂ TRANS=OTHER SVC 8. r 0.4 17.1 S6.1
UNDECI DED ' ’. 18 tee 43.9 16000
NGNRE SPONS IVE =5. 17125 9.7 MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 1766 100.0  100.0 '
r
NEAN 7.561 MEDTAW 8.143 :
VALIO CASES o1 WISSING CASES 1725 - !
E
Field grade 4
VARZ3D  CAREER IATENT [4)
RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUN
. ABSOLUTE  FRZQ FREQ  FREQ
“CATEGORY LAJEL cooe  FREQ G (ET (PeD
RETIRE 3EYOND 30 3. 1 0.1 25.0  25.0
] RESIGN~-QTHER 6. 1 0.1 25.) 50.0
f UNDEC1DED ’. 2 0.1 50.0  100.0
NONRESPONSIVE 9. 144s 99.7  WISSING  100.0 3
oML 1ees 10903 10043 3
*NEAN 6750 MEDTaN 7.500
VALID CASES . MISSING CASES 1445 -

o
&
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. TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

. Company grade

VARZ3E CAREER INTENT (5)

RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CuM 1
ABSOLUTE  FRED FRED FREQ ;
# CATEGORY LA3EL copE  FREQ cr)y (PCTY  CPCT) !
F RESEGN=-OTHER 6o 1 0.t 9.1 9.1 ;
'} RESERVE AUGHMENT 1. 1 0.1 9.1 18.2
UNDBCY DEC . 9 9 0.5 81.8  100.0
: NONRESPONSIVE -9, 1755 99.4  MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 1766 100.0 109.0
NZAN 8.545 MEDTAN 3.n89
] . VALID CASES 1 WI3ISING CASES 1755 ]
Field grade
VARZSE  CAREER INTENT (5) ] !
RELATIVI  ADJUSTED  CUY '
ABSOLUTE  FREJ FRED FREQ -
CATEGORY LAJEL CODE  FREO PCr) (PCT)  (PCT) 1
UAOECIDEC 9. 2 0.1 100.3  100.0 1
NONRE SPONSIYE 9. 1447 99.9  MISSING  100.0
3 TavaL 1649 199.0 100.9 q !
HEAN 9.a00 MEDIAN 9.900 y
VALIO CASES 2 MISSING CASES 1447 ‘

x




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VAR23F CAREER INTENT (6)

CATEGORY LASEL COocE

TRANS=OTHER SVC . 8o
NONRESPONSIVE =9

TOTAL
MEAN 8,000 NEDIAN -
VALID CASES 2 Ml SSING

Field grade

VAR23F CAREE® IMNTENT (6]

CATEGORY LASEL 41113
NONRESPONSIVE =9

TOTAL
VALED CASES ]

ABSILUTE
FREQ

2
1764

1766

8.000
CASES 1766

ABSOLUTE
FREOQ

1449

1447

M1SSING CASES 1449

RELATIVE
FRED
(PCT)

2.1

9%.9

100.0

RELATIVE

FlEQ
(PCT)

100.0

100.)

ADJUSTED Cun
FRFQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)

100.0 100.0
MISSING 100.0

100.0

ADJUSTED cum
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) PCcT)

NISSING 100.0

100.0

_




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VAR23G CAREER INTENT (7]
RELATIVE ADJUSTED

CAIEGG&Y LASEL CO0E .':223'8 ::5:) ::gg)

UNDECTDED t 1 d.1 100.0

RONRE 3PONSIVE “9e 1783 999 NISSING
TOTAL 1766 100.0  10e.8

NEAN 9. 000 SEDIAN 9.000

VALTD CASES 1 HISSING CASES 1765

Field grade

VAR23G CAREER INTENT (7]

’ ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL Cote FREQ cH Py
UNDECIDED 9. 1 0.1 109.9
NOMRE S PONSIVE “%e CL&4n 99.9 MISSING

0T 16 100.0 todea
HEAN 9.030 MEDIAN 9.000
VALIO CASES 1 MISSING CASES 1448

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

cun
FREQ
Pcmy

100,90
100.0

Cum
FREQ
(PcT)

100.9
100.0

e < i ST




Company grade

VARO24 LETTER OF RESIGNATINN SUBMITTED

CATEGORY LASEL
YES

NOT YET-8UT WILL
P INTEND TO RETIRE
X NCNRE 5 PONSIVE

HEAR 1.316

i VALRD CASES 1639

Field grade

YARD24 LETTER OF

CATEGORY LA3EL
YES

NOT YET-3UT WILL
INTEND TO RETIRE
NONRESPONSIVE

NEAN 1.878
VALID CASES 1421

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

RELATIVE

ASSOLUTF  FRF2
CODE  FREO Per)

0. 135 7.5

1. 851 4.2

2. 653. 37.0

-9. 127 7.2
ToTAL 1766 100.9

MED TAN T 14304

MISSING CASES 127

RESIGNATION SUBMITTED

RELATIVE

ABSOLUTE FRED

CooE FOE] PeT)
0. (34 3.2

1. 79 5.5

2e 1295 89.4
% 28 1.9
TOTAL 1449 100.0

MECTIAN 1.951
MISSING CASES 28

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCY)

8.2
S5le9
39.8

NISSING

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

!.3
Seh
9t.t

MISSING

100.90

Ccun
FREQ
(PCT)

8.2
60.2

100.0

100.0

cums
FREQ
PCT)
3.3
8.7
100.0

100.0

or




. TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

& Company grade

VARD2S5 AFFECT OF TERMINATING PROFLY PROGR AN
RELATIVE  ADJUSTED Cuv

. ABSNLUTE  FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LA3EL COOE  FREQ ) (PCTY  (PCT)
& VS INDUCES RESIG -2. 2rs 15.5 15.6 15.6
f’ INOUSES RESIG 1. 63 31,9 32.0 476
o NONE=UNCERTAIN 0. 875 9.6 49.8 7.4
Y- INOVCZ S KETEN 1. 36 2.0 2.0 99.4
: ¥S INDUCES RETEN 2. 10 0.5 0.6  100.0
NONRE SPONS1VE -9, 6 0.3  MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 1768 100.9  108.0
NEAN ~0.601 MEOTAN -0.452
3 vnu:} CASES 1750 MISSING CASES 6
Field grade
g VAROZS  AFFECT OF TZRMINATING PRGFLY PROGRAYN
. AFLATIVE ADJUSTED  CUNM
ABSOLUTE  FRED FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LA3EL CO00E  FREQ D) (PCT)  (PCT)
¥S INOUCES RESIG -2. 135 9.4 9.4 9.4
INOUCES RESIS -1. 356 26.6 24.6 34.0
NCNE=UNCERTAIN 0. 842 s8.1 58.2 92.2
INOUCES RETEN 1. 93 6.4 66 98.6
VS INMUCES RETEN 2. 20 1.4 1.4  100.0
NONRESPONS IVE -9. 2 0.1  NISSING  100.0
roTAL 1449 100.0  100.0
nEAN “0.342 WEILAN -0.225
- VALED CASES  Leaa7 MISSING CASES 2




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VARO26 AFFECT OF NON=FLYING DUTY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cumn

: ASSULUTE FRIY FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LASEL CODE FREQ Pcr) (PCcT) (PCT)
VS INJUCES RESIG “2e 733 1.5 41,5 1.5
INGUCES RESIG =le 513 32.4 32.4 T4.0
NONE-UNCERTAIN Q. 429 26 .3 _26.3 98.2
INDUCES RETEN 1. 24 1.4 ted 99.6

¥S INDUCES RETEN 2. 7 0.4 0.4 100.9

TOTAL 1766 100.9 100.9

MEAN “1.133 PEDTAN “1.238

VALED CASES 1766 MLSSING CASES 0

Field grade

VARO26 AFFECT OF NON-FLYINKG DUTY
RELATIVE  ADJUSTED cun

ASSOLUTE FRE?Q FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LA3EL CO00E FREQ 2Cr) (PCT) (PCT)
¥S INDUCES FESIG -2. 259 17.9 17.9 17.9
INDUCES RESIG ot O 403 28.0 28.1 469
NONE=UNCERTAIN 0. 51 51.9 .52.0 98.1
INOUCES PRETEN 1. 18 1.2 1.2 99.3

VS INDUCES RETEN 2. 19 9.7 0.7 100.0

NORRESPONSIVE =9 6 Jeb NISSING 100.0

TOTAL 1449 100.0 100.0

REAN “0.613 NECIAN =0.423
VALBD CASES 1643 NISSING CASES 6




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

. Company grade

VAR®27 AFFECT OF FLYING OuTY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cum

. ASSNLUTE FREN FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY L A3EL CODE FREQ (PLT) (PCT) (PCT)
¥S INDUCES RESIG =2« 20 1.1 te1 lel
INOUCES RESIG e 29 1.5 1.6 2.8
NONE=UNCERTAIN 0. &75 26.9 26.9 29.7
INDQUCES RETEN le 813 4640 46.0 7S5.7
VS INMJUCES RETEN 2. 429 2603 24.3 100.0
rora 176 100.0  100.0
- MEAN 9.997 MEDIAN 0.942
VALSD CASES 1766 MISSING CASES 0

Field grade

VARO2?  AFFECT OF FLYING DUTY

: RELATIVE ADJUSTED  Cuw

ABSO_UTE  FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LASEL CODE  FRED ) (PCT)  (PCT)
¥S INDUCES RESIG -2. 4 0.3 0.3 0.3
INOUCES RESIG -1. s 2.5 0.6 0.8
NONE-UNCERTA 1Y c. +93 3402 34.1 3409
INOUCZS RETEN 1. 469 52.4 32.4 67.3
VS ENJUCES RETEN 2. 473 32.6 32,7 100.0
NONRE SPONSIVE -9, 2 0.l MISSING  100.0
- oL tes 100 100.0

nEAN 0. 967 NED1AN 0.966

. YALED CASES 1447 MISSING CASES 2




Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARD2S NAIN REASON FOR BECOMING USMC WA OR NFO

CATEGORY LABEL
FANILY

PEERS
CHALLENGE

Jos

SERVE COUNTRY
RECRUI TER=050
PREF JTHER SVC
PREP FOR Clv JO3
FLIGHT PAY
NONRE SPONSIVE

NEAN 2.951
VALID CASES 1761

RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum

ABSOLUTE  FRE® FREQ FREQ
CODE  FREQ 13 (Pery  cPCT)
0. 28 1.6 1.6 1.6
t. 22 1.2 1.2 2.8
2. 1095 6240 62.2 $5.0
3. 30 N .t 66.7
e 356 20.2 20.2 86.9
5a 32 1.9 1.8 85.3
be 106 6.0 6.0 94.8 .
1. 62 545 3.5 98.3
s 30 1.7 1.7  100.0
-9, 5 0.3  WISSING  100.0 )
TOrAL 1766 100.0 10040
MEOTAN 2.258
WISSING CASES s




;.f TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

. Field grade

YARO28 MALN REASON FOR BECOMING USMC NA OR NF2
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum

ABSOLUTE FREY FREZQ FREQ
CATEGIRY LA3EL CODE FREQ (*Cry (PCT) (PCT)
FANILY Ce 2% 17 te? 1e7
PEERS | Y S1 3.5 3.5 5.3
CHALLENGE 2. a2} 56.7 57.1 §2.4
Jtd 3. 13 D.9 0.9 63.3
SERVE COUNTRY b 3687 23.9 24,1 87.5
RECRVUI TER~-0U35] Se ‘ 38 2.6 2.6 90.1
- PREF OTHER SVC 6o 58 449 4e9 94e2
PREP FOR CIV J03 T. 19 1.3 1.3 95.5
FLIGHT PAY 8. 65 .5 4.5 100 .0
i MINRESPONSIVE “9e Y- 0.8 nISSING 100.0
T 1649 100.0  teo.a
NEAN 3.000 MEOIAN 2,283
VALID CASES 14327 _ MISSING CASES 12
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TABLE C-1 (CONT'D) .

;
!
¢
i
t
!

i! Company grade .

VARS29 2NO REASON FCR BECOMING USKC NA OR NFD
: RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum

ABSOLUTE FED FREQ FREQ
CATEGIRY LA3EL CODE FREQ ery ({3 8) (PcT)
FAMILY 0. 58 5.3 3.3 3.3
PEERS 1. 79 4.5 4.5 7.8
CHALLENGE 2. 469 - 25.% 25.6 33.6
J03 3. 101 5.7 5.7 39.1
SERVE COUNTRY “e 518 29.3 29.5 68.6
RECRUI TER=0S2 Se 62 3.5 3.5 72.1
PREF OTHER 3vC be 119 s$.7 6.9 78.9 -
PREP FOR C1V JC3 7. 258 14.5 14.7 93.6
FLIGHT PAY 8. 113 6ok Y 100.0 _
NINRESPONSIVE -9, ] 0.5 MISSING 100.0
TOTAL 1766 100.0 10043
MEAN 4.033 MED1AN 3.870
VALID CASES 1757 WISSING CASES 9

prp—— —




_ . TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)
t * Field grade
£
VARD29 29D REASOV TOR BECOMING USMC NA OR NFO
RELATIVE AOJUSTED  CuM
s ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREOQ FREQ
CATEGORY LASEL COGE  FREQ (PCT) PCT) (233
3 FANILY 0. 38 2.6 2.7 2.7
iy PEERS 1. 113 78 . 1.9 10.6
. CHALLENGE 2. 393 2r.1 27.5 38.0
' Jog 3. . 3.0 3.1 st.1
SERVE COUNTRY te. 450 31.1 3t 72.5
RECRUI TER=CSO 5. o9 4.8 “.8 7.4
) PREF OTHER 5VC 6 3 3.0 3.0 80. 4
, PREP FOR CIV JO9 1. 132 9.1 9.2 89.6
1 . FLIGAT PAY 3. 149 10.3 10.4  100.0
NONRE SPONSIVE -5 18 1.2 RISSING  190.0
; TOTAL 1449 100.0  1od.9
HEAN 3.878 MEDIAN 3.783
CVALIO CASES 1431 MISSING CASES 18




Company grade

vt . PRI RV

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARG30  IM3JRTANCE OF JO3 SATISFACTIOW
ABSOLYTE
CATEGORY LA3EL CODE  FRED
VERY LOW -2. 30
LON -1, 60
MOCERATE=AVE 0. 190
HIGH 1. s52
VERY 4IGH 2. 933
NONRE SPONSIVE -9. L
ToraL 1766
NEAR 1.302 MEDIAN 1.554
VALID CASES 1765 MISSING CASES 1
Field grade
VARO30  INPORTANCE OF JOE SATISFACTION
ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY LAJEL COCE  FREQ
VERY LOM ~2. 15
LOw 1. a8
MODERA TE~AVE v. 131
HIGH 1. 381
VERY HIGH 2. 673
TOTAL 1449
NEAN 1.613 FEDTAN 1.670
VALID CASES 1449 MISSING CASES 0

RELATIVE
FRED
(PCTY

1.7
3.6
10.3%
31.3
52.%

0.1

199.9

RELATIVE
FREQ
*CT)

1.1
3.3
9.0
26.3

60.2

100.0

ADJUSTED
FRED
(PCT)

1.7
3.4
10.9
31-3
52.9

NISSING

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(ercoH)

1.1
3.3
’.o
2643

80.2

109,0

Cum
FREQ
PCT)Y

1.7

Sel

15.9

&7.1
100.0

100.0

Cum
FREQ
PcY)

1.1

XY
13.5
39.8

100.0




TABLE C-

Company grade

VARRIL  IMPORTANCE OF LENGTH OF
CATEGORY LA3EL CO0E
VERY LOW -2,
LQw i T
WICERA TE=AVE 0.
K2GH 1.
VERY HIGH - 2.
NONRE SPONSIVE -9.

TCTAL
HEAN 0,368 *EOIAN
VILID CASES 1765 MISSING €

Field grade

VARO3) IMPIRYANCE OF LENGTH OF

CA*EGORY LABEL CO0E
VERY LOu ~2.
LO0w b T
ROQERA TE~AVE 0.
HIGH le
VERY HIGH 2.
TOTAL
REAN 0.084 MEQLAN
VALLID CASES 1449 RISSING

1 (CONT'D)

WORK WEEX
RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUM
ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ FREQ
FREQ ¢PeT) (PCT)  (PCT)
1 6.0 ‘.0 “d
243 13.8 13.8 1748
680 33.5 38.5 56.3
s08 28.8 ‘28.8 85.1
263 1849 189 1000
L 0.1  MISSING  100.0
“tres 0. tem.a
0.336
ASES 1

WORK WEEK
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cuym
ABSOLUTE FReR FRED FREQ
FREQ (rCT) (PLTH Py
85 5.9 5.9 5.9
516 28,8 2.8 2r.7
569 39.3 319.3 66.‘
351 2442 24,2 3t.2
128 8.8 8.8 100.0
1449 190.9 100.9
C.069
CASES 9

DRSS St Rl b

<o mm s AR
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» TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

! ’
i' VARD32 IMPORT ANCE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT
» - RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUM
ABSOLUTE FREN FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LA3EL caoe FREO (>Cr)y PCTY Pcr)y
N VERY LOW -2. 18 1.0 1.0 1.0
% Lo -1, 3t 1.9 1.8 2.9
'{2 MOCERA TE=AVE 0. 171 9.7 9.7 12.5
y’ HIGH f. 530 30.0 30.0 “2.5
VERY W1GH 2. 1015 57.% 57.5 100.0
NONRESPONSIVE -9. 1 0.1 WISSING  100.0
| o e G
g HEAN A 1412 MEDIAN 1.631 )
VALED CASES 1765 WISSING CASES 1

Field grade

VARO32 IMPIRTANCE IF PERSONNEL MANAGE MENT
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum

ABSOLUTE FE2 FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL COdE FREQ (P2T) PcT) (PCT)
YERE LOM 24 2 9.1 0.1 0.1
Law -1. 20 1.6 1.4 1.5
MOOERA TE=AVE 0. 104 7.2 7.2 N 4
HIGH 1. 433 27.9 29.9 38.%
VERY HIGH 2. . 839 A 1YY 61.4 100.0
NONRESPONSIVE 9. 1 0ol MISSING  100.0

TOTAL 1683 1000 108.0. ]

AEAN 1.510 MEDIAN 1.686
VALEO CASES 1440 MISSING CASES 1

{
)
1)




. W
) 3 TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)
! . Company grade
- VARO33  INPORTANCE OF UNACC. TOURS & DEPLOYMEN TS
: RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUM
ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREC FREQ
o CATEGORY LA3EL CODE  FRES T (°CT)  (PCT)
K. VERY LOW -2 49 2.0 2.8 2.8
;2 LON -1. 93 5.3 5.3 8.0
1 MODERA TE ~AVE : 0. 212 15.4 15.4 25.5
- HIGH 1. 453 5.7 25.7 49.1
VERY MIGH 2. 298 5048 50.9  100.0
NONRES PONSIVE -9. . 1 0.1  MISSING  100.0
TOTAL. 1765 100.9 1000
NEAN 1.166 MEDIAN 1.517
VALIO CASES 1765 MISSING CASES t

Field grade

YARQ33 INPORTANCE OF UNACC. TOURS & DEPLOVYMENTS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum

ABSOLUTE FRED FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL coof FREQ °cT) tPCT) (PCT)
’ VERY LOW 2. 14 1.9 1.0 1.0
LCw o -1. 50 3.5 3.5 bob
MOOERA TE-AVE 0. 267 18.4 18.4 22.8
WIGH 1. 438 30.2 39.2 s3.t
VERY HIGH 2. 660 4549 46.9 100.0
TOTAL 1669 100.0  100.0
NEAN 1.187 NED IAN 1.398
VALBD CASES 1449 MISSING CASES 0
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? TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

» .
i Company grade
by
' YARSSG  SWPORTANCE OF TOUR LENGTH
: . AELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUM
ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LA3EL COOE  FRED e PCTY  CPCT)
YERY LOW =2 70 440 4.0 4.0
& Low -1. 221 12.5 12.5 16.5
b KCDERA TE=AVE a. 562 1.8 51.9 VBad
niGw 1. 512 29.9 29.0 77.4
2 VERY HIGH 2. 398 22.5 22.6 1000
NONRES PONSIVE -9. 3 8.2 MISSING  100.0
TaTAL 1766 100.0 100.0
NEAN 0.557 MEDIAN 2.556
VALID CASES 1763 MISSING CASES 3

Field grade

YARQSS INPIRTANCE IF TOUR LENGTH

RELATIVE AODJUSTED cuv ;.

ABSDLUTE FRED FREQ FREQ :

CATEGORY LAJEL €o0E FRED (PcT) (PCT) tPeT) !

VERY LOW -2. 39 2.7 2.7 2.7 ?

L0 -1, 218 15.9 15.0 a7 E

NODERA TE=AVE 0. 432 29.8 29.8 47.6 %

4 HIGH ' 1. .78 33.9 53.0 80.5 i
b VERY HIGH 2. 282 17.5 19.5 100.0 ;
o Tiee e e
{ §
3 NEAN 0.515 MEDIAN 0.574 .

YALID CASES L1449 MISSING CASES o




Company grade

VARSSS  [NPORT OF NIN-AVN J08 OPPORTUNITIES
‘ RELATI VE
CATEGORY LABEL cooe | PREeT en
VERY LOW 2. 1? 6.6
LON -1. 276 15.6
RODERATE~AVE 0. 41 2r.2
HIGH 1. 506 28.7
VERY H1GH 2. 385 21.8
NONRE'S PONSIVE -9. 1 a1
ToTAL 1766 103.
NEAN 0.434 . MEDIAN 0.517
VALIO CASES 1765 SISSING CASES 1
Field grade
VAROSS  INPORT OF NIN~AVN (308 OPPORTUMITIES
- RELATI VE
A3SOLUTE  Far)
CATEGORY LASEL CODE  FRER )
VERY LOW -2. 160 9.7
Low “1. 291 20.1
WCOERATE-AVE 0. 89 35.7
HIGH 1. 345 23,8
VERY HIGH 2. 184 12.7
YOTaL  1se? 1000
) nEAN 0.998 MEDIAN 0.100
VALID CASES 1483 MISSING CASES 0

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PcCTY

6.6
15.6
27.3
28,7
21.8

MIS3ING

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCY)

9.7
20.1
33.7
23.3

12.7

130,90

cum
FREQ
PCY)
6.6
22.3
".s
78.2
100.0

100.0

cum
FREQ
PCT)
’.'
29.7
63.5

87.3

100.9




Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARO36 - IMPORTANCE OF ASRLINE MIRINGS

CATEGORY LA3JEL
VERY LOWN

LOw
NOCERATE=AVE
HIGH

VERY HIGH
NONRES PONSIVE

NEAN Qe 244
VALED CASES 1765

Field grade

RELATIVZ ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ
CODE  FREQ  (PCT) e
-2, 299 16.9 16.9
-1, 261 1.8 14,9
0. 382 216 216
t. 357 20.2 20.2
2. 466 264 26.4
-9. 1 0.1 NISSING
ToTaL 178 100.0  100.0
MEOIAN 0.344
NISSING CASES 1

VARD3S INPORTANCE OF AIRLINE WIRINGS

CATEGORY LAJEL
VERY LOW

LON

HODERA TE-AVE
wiGw

VERY HIGH

NEAR =0.005
VALSD CASES 1449

RELAFIVE ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE FRED FREQ
caoe FREQ Pcr) C(PCY)
-2. kri4 22.6 22.6
“1e 240 15.6 16.6
0. 300 20.7 20.7
l. arr 19.1 19.1
2. 305 212 21.0
TOTAL 1689 t00.0  100.0
MEOIAN 0.025%
MISSING CASES 0

C-68

cum
FREQ
PCcTY
16.9
3.7
53.4
73.6
100.0 i

19¢.0

cum
FREQ
(PCT)
22.6
39.1
59.9
79.0

100.0




e e

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)
¥’ : i
% Company grade
‘2 VAROS?  IMPDRT OF USRC=CIVILIAN PAY DIFFERENTIAL
RELATIVE AOJUSTED  CUM
) ¢ ABSOLUTE  FRED FREQ FREQ
: CATESORY LAJEL CODE  FREO Per) (PCT)  (PCT)
i‘ VERY LOW -2, 63 3.5 3.6 3.6
b LOW “1. 141 8.9 8.0 11.6
4 NJOERA TE=AVE 0. 337 19.1 19.1 30.7 :
HIGH , 1. 525 29.7 29.7 606
VERY HIGH 2. 699 59.6 39.6 10040 ]
NCARE SPONSIVE TR 1 0.1 NISSING  100.0 1
TOTAL 1766 100 .0 100.0
HEAN 0.938 NED 1AN 1.150 %
VALID CASES 1765 M1SSING CASES 1 :
- {
i
i
|
]
Field grade *
L. VARAS? IMPORT OF USMC-CIVILLAN PAY OTFFERENTIAL
RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUN
A3SNLUTE fFRED FREQ FRCQ
CATEGORY LA3EL c00E Fo£Q PCcr) (PCr) (PLCT)
VERY LONW -2. ”n 5.3 5.3 5.3
: LOw -1. 157 9.5 9.5 14.8
NOODERATE-AVE 0. 339 23.4 234 18.2
HIGh 1. or7 312.9 32.9 71.1
VERY AIGH 2. 419 2.9 28.9  100.0
TOTAL 1449 100.0 100.0

x ‘ NEAN 0.707 MEOLAN 0,860

VAL1D CASES 1649 MISSING CASES 9




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

iad
]
% Company grade
! YAROSS INPIRTANCE OF TINE ANAY FRON FANILY
) . RELATIVE
i . ABSDLUTE  FRZ
] CATEGORY LA3EL C00E  FREQ Perd
3 YERY LON “2. 53 1.9
\ LO¥ -, 7" 8.0
s MODERA TE=AVE ' 0. 286 16.2
' VERT MiGh 2. 867 $3.0
NONRESPONSIVE 9. 3 8.2
TOTAL 1766 120.9
. NEAN 1.182 NEDIAN 1eb3s
! VALIO CASES 1763 NISSING CASES 3
i Field grade
YARGSS IHPIRTANCE OF TIME ARAY FROW FAMILY
RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE  FREQ
, CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ tPeT)
VERY LOW | 2. 1 0.8
LON “te 51 5.5
WODERA TE~AVE : 0. 270 9.6
HIGH 1o 8 33.0
VERY HIGH 2. 639 abet
10TAL 1549 100.0
wEAN 1.164 NEDSAN 1328
VALID CASES  j6e49 NISSING CASES °
c=-70

P e R T2

R =t e

ANJUSTED
FREQ
{18

1.9
8.0
16,2
29.8
8.0

HISSING

caveoss

100.9

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

a.4
3.5
18.6
33.8

(L TY

100.0

Cum
FREGQ
wecr)y

1.9

’.,

.

22.1
52.0
100.0

100.0

(A1L]
FREQ
PCcYd

8.8

4.3
22.9
55.9

100.0

e T 2 g




. Comganx grade

Fie;d grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARO39 IM29RTANCE 3F wquaggsy
CATEGORY ¢ ageL coge
VERY Low 2.
Low 1.
NODERA TE=~A vg 9.
HIGH 1.
VERY Wigw 2.
NONRE SPONSIvE -9,
TOTAL
HEAN 1.06¢ NEDLAN
YALID casEs 1763 MISSING

VARG3)> InPORYANCE af TouALIYY
CATEGORY LABEL cooe
VERY L on =2
LoN “1la
NOOBRA YE~AV: Oe
LY ] 1.
VERY wiGu 2.
NONRESPONS Ty e “9.
TaTAL

REAN . 1.088 MEDTIaAN
lesas MISSING

VALLD cases

OF LIFF™
RELATIve
ABSCLUTE FRED
FREQ (PCT)
27 1.5
106 6,0
265 15.0
791 39.7
664 3.5
3 8.2
e e
l.1%0
CASEs 3
OF LIfFc=
RELATY vE
ABSALYYE FIgy
FREQ (*¢1)
1 8 4 1.2
r2 5.9
22s 15.5
b1 14 0.5
Ser 7.8
t 9.1
st e
latss
CASES 1

ADJUSTED  cuw
FRER FirQ
CPCrY  ¢per)

1.5 1.5
6.0 7.5
15.0 22.6
39.8 62.3
7.7 100.0

MISSING  140.0

1005

ADJUSTED  cyw
Faes FagQ
CPCrY (Pt

1.2 1.2
5.0 6.1
15.3 2147
0.5 62.2
2.8 jag.

RISSING  160.9

100.0

o aprvE e




Y A e

3
3
% TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)
¢ ]
E Company grade
5 VARGAO  IMPIRTANCE OF SELIEF THAT J08 HAS VALSE
] RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUN
] : AQSOLUTE  FRED FRZQ FREQ
CATEGORY L ABEL CO0t  FREO tPeT) (PeTY  CPCT)
'V€R¥ LOW =2s 21 1.2 12 1.2
LOW ' ) “te [1 3.2 3.2 Y
NODERA TF=AVE 0. 193 1049 11.0 15.4
4 HIGH ' te 80 S1.7 31.8 ar.2
¥ VERY H1GH 2. 930 s2.7 $2.8  100.0
3 NONRESPANSIVE -9 5. 0.3  WISSING  100.0
E TATAL 1766 10049 100.9
2 NEAR 1.318 NEC1AN 1.553
3 vALEQ cASES 1761 MISSING CASES s

Field grade

VARSAO 1MPORTANCE OF BELIEF THAT JOB HAS VALUE
. RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum

CATEGORY LASEL cOooE "?222" ::gg) ::E?) :25:,

VERY LO# -2+ 10 0.7 0.7 0.7
{ LOw “te 35 2.0 2.4 3.1

NOOERA TE~AVE 0. 114 r.e 7.9 1.0

nIGH 1o .13 28.6 28.7 39.7

VERY RIGN 2. 873 69.2 60.3  100.0

NONEE SPONS IVE -9 2 0.1 MISSING  100.0

e TR e e
L {1 10433 WEDTAN 1.671
VALEO CASES - 1447 NISSING CASES 2

c-72




b Company grade
f

VARG L

CATEGIORY LA3EL

ki VERY LOW
3 Low
y NODERA TE-AVE
HIGH
VERE HIGH

NANRESPONSIVE

MEAN
VALLID CASES

Field grade

VARO4 1

VERY L QN

LOu
NOOERATE=AVE
niGH

VERY HIGH

NEAN
VALLID CASES

CATEGORY LAJEL

1.051

1762

1179
1449

£ODE
~2.
~1ls
0.
1.
2s

TOTAL

NEQLAN
WISSING

c-73

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

IMPJRTANCE JF DEPENDENT NEQICAL CARE

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE
COCE FREQ
24 b3
1. 97
0. 303
O 501
2e 796
“9.- 4
TOTAL -;;;;-
MEDJAN 1.330
MISSING CASFS 4

ABSOLUTE
Faca

18
(14
233
510
641

LL T LT Y

1649

1.336
CASES 0

FRZI
cr?

3.6
5.5
17.3
28.4
45.1
0.2

vesne e

199.9

IMPORTANCE JF DEPENDENT MEDICAL CARE
RELATIVE

Frea
(PCr)

1.2
3.2
15.1
35.2
46,2

100.0

FREQ
(PCT)

3.6
5.5
17.3
‘284
45.2

MISSING

100.0

ADJUSTED

FREQ
(PCT)

1.2
3.2
16.1
35.2
64,2

cewaee

100.0

B

Cyx
FRFQ
PcY)

3.6

9.1
26.4
S48

100.0

109.0

cum
FREQ
(PCT)

1.2

4.5
2046
55.8

100.0




3 TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

3 Company grade

VARGS2 IMPORTANCE OF J02 RECOGNITION
RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cun

. ABSOLUTE  FREY FREQ FREQ
] CATEGORY LAJEL CODE  FREQ (PcT) (PCT)  CPCTY
: VERY LOW 2. 28 1.5 1.6 1.6
LOw ‘ 1. 129 7.3 7.3 8.9
1 WODERA TE=AVE 0. 482 2.3 27.4 36.3
wiGK ' e 654 37 .9 - 37.1 73.4
VERY HIGH 2. .68 26.5 26.6 10040
] NONZE SPONSIVE -9. 5 0.3 WISSING  100.0
: ToTaL 1766 100.0  100.0
HEAN 0.798 NEDIAN 0.869 )
3 VALIO CASES 1761 MISSENG CASES s '
Field grade %
VARGA2  1MPOATANCZ OF JO® RECOGNITION |
RELATIVE  ADJUSTED  CUNM .
_ ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ FREQ
E CATEGIRY LABEL CODE  FREQ cn (PCTY  CPCD) i
ﬂ VERS LOM -2. 12 0.0 0.8 0.8 |
Low 1. 93 6.0 6ot 1.2 «
NODERATE ~AVE 0. 373 25.7 25.7 33.0 '
Hiaw 1. ss1 39,9 38.0 71.0 |
VERY HIGH 2. 420 29.0 29.0  100.0 !
TOTAL 1849 100.0 10040 |
NEAS 0.879 REDIMN 0.947 .

VALIO CASES 1449 NISSING CASES 0

ISR PV
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TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VAROSLS IMPORT OF IMFLUENCE CN OWN CAREER
) RELATIVI  ADJUSTED cum

ABSOLUTE  FRE) FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY L ASEL CODE  FREQ PCT ) (PCTY  (PCT)
VERY LOW -2. 12 0.7 0.7 0.7
Low -1. 36 2.0 2.0 2.7
HODERA FE=AVE o. 197 11.2 1.2 13.9
HIGH 1. 586 34,7 39.8 52.8
VERY dlGH 2. 832 7.1 47.2  100.0
NONRE 5PONS1VE -9. 5 0.3  MISSING  100.0
YoTaL 1766 109.8 10043
] NEAN 1.299 WEDTAN 1.429
VALID CASES 1751 WIS SING CASES 5

Field grade

VARG 3 IN?3RT OF INFLUENCE ON ONN CAREER
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum

ABSOLUTE FRED FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LAZEL CODE FREQ (PCYT) (PCT) (PCT)
VERY LOW 2. 6 0.4 0.4 [ Y Y
Law ~l. 39 2.7 2.7 3.1
MOGDERA TE=-AVE [ 1% 223 15.7 15.7 18.9
HIGH 1. 610 42.1 42.1 61.0
VERY dlod 2e 565 39.0 39.0 150.0
] NONRE iPONSVE ~“9. 1 Ne1 MISIING 100.0
. o i e e
NEAN L1166 MEDLAN 1.239
VALTIO CASES 1448 MISSING CASES 1




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VAROL & IMPIRT OF UNCERTAINTY IN RETIREMENT PGMS
KRELATIVE AQJUSTED cum
ASSOLUTE FRFQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGIRY LA3EL cooE FREQ CcT) (PCT) (PCT)
VERY L3N 2. (Y 2e9 2.5 2.5
I.Oh -l‘ " ‘.‘ ‘n‘ 6.’
NCOERATE-AVE %. 243 © 13.8 13.8 20.6
HIGH 1. 403 22.8 22.8 43.5
VERY HIGH 2. 998 565 56.5 100.0

NONRES PONSIVE 9. 1. 9.1 M SSING 11%0.0

TOTAL 1766 100.0 100.9

ATAN 1266 MENIAN 1.616

VALID CASES 1765 N1SSING CASES 1

Field grade

VARGL G INPIRT OF UNCERTAINTY 1N RETIREMENT PGH5
: RELATIVE  ADJUSTED cum

ABSOLUTE  FRED FREQ  FREQ
CATEGORY LA3ZL COE  FREQ ¢2cr) ey cpen
VERY LOW -2. 21 1.4 1o4 1e6
Low -1. 50 3.5 1.5 ‘.9
MOOERATE=AVE o. 177 12.2 12,2 174
wIGH 1. 318 21.9 21,9 9.1
VERY HIGH 2. aes3 60.9 60.9  100.0
TOTAL 1449 1e0.0  1ea.0
nEAN 1. 375 HEDTAN 1.600 .}
VALIO CASES 1449 NISSING CASES 0 ‘

C-76
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Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

YARDO S 1PPORT OF CONSIDERATION FOR OWN DESIRES

CATEGORY LAJEL
VERY LOW

LaN
NOUERATE-AVE
HIGH

VERY HIGH
NONRES PONSIYE

MEAN 1. 349
VALIO CASES 1763

Field grade

VAROAS INPORT OF

CATEGORY LABEL
VERY LOW

LOW
MOQERA TE ~AVE
HIGH

VERR HIGH

NONRE SPONSLVE

MEAN 1.309
VALIO CASES 1448

CORE
-2.
“1l.

0.
|
24

-9 .

TOTAL

MED L AN

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FREQ
FREQ ¢2CcT
12 Ne7
ar 13
205 1L.6
608 4.4
91t 516
3 9.2
Ti7s6 100,
1.532
3

MESSING CASES

CONSIDERATION FOR DWN DESIRES

copt
“2e
1.
0.
1.
2.
“9.

TOTAL

MEDIAN

RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE FRLI
FREQ (G B ]
& 2.3
39 2.1
169 117
556 3e.4
689 ol o6
1 0.l
109 100.9
L.437
1

MISSING CASES

o WETRG PR T R

ADJUSTED Cuw
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)

0.7 0.7
1.5 2.2
1.6 13.3
34.5 48.3
517 100.0

M1 SSING 1009

100.0

ADJUSTED cux
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)

0.3 0.3
2.t 2.3
1.7 14.0
38.4 52.4

47.6 100.0

MISSING 100.0

100,0




L9 TS

=

Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARO4S INPIRTANCE 3F ANVANCEMENT OPPORTUNITIES

CATEGORY LASEL

VERY LOW

Lax

PODERATE =AVE
HIGH

VERY HIGH
MONRES PONSIVE

NEAN
VALID CASES

Fieldggrade

1.413
L1765

cooe
2.
“fe
%.
1s
2e
“9.

TOTAL

MEDTIAN

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FREQ
FREQ Pct)
23 1.0
rt 4.0
370 21.0
689 392.0
€10 36.5
8 a1
1766 1;;:;.
tel04
1

MISSING CASES

YARGHH IM3JIRTANCE OF ADVANCEMENT OPPORTUNITIES

CATEGORY LABEL

VERY LOW

LOW
MODERNTE=AVE
HiGH

VER® HIGH
NONRESPONSIVE

HEAN
YALED CASES

G847
1448

CODE
2.
~1.

0.
le
2e
“9.

TOTAL

MEDIAN
MISSING

c-78

RELATIVE
ABSOLYTE FRZQ
FREQ (?¢cry
18 le2
110 Teb
339 23. 4
590 40.7
391 27 .93
1 Dl
s geeee
0.936
CASES 1

AQJUSTED cum

FREQ FREQ
ect)y (PCT)
1.4 1.4
8.0 Seh
21.0 2644
39.0 65.4

34.6 100.0
TISSING 1000

100.0

ADJUSTED cun

FREQ FREQ
PCT)  CPCD)
1.2 1.2
7.6 8.5
23.4 12.3
TN 73.0

2742 1920.0
HISSING 100.0

10n.3

e
"
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E» TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VAROW IM2IRTANME OF RESPONSIGILITY
. RELAFIVE ADJUSTED cumn

; ABSOLUTE  FRE3 FREQ FREQ
- CATEGORY LA3EL CODE  FREQ (Par) PCTY)  (PCT)
k. VERY LCW -2. 0 6ed 4o 4.0
t, Low -1, 165 9.3 9.3 13.3
' HOJERA TE-AVE 0. 62 26.2 26.2 39.5
b HIGH 1. 613 6.7 34a? 7602

VERY HIGH 2. 456 25.8 25.8  100.9

TOTAL 1766 100.0  lgm.e
HEAN 00691 MEOIAM 0.303
YALIO CASES 1766 WISSING CASES °

Field grade

VARD4T INPORTANCE OF RESPONSIBILLTY
£ RELATTVE  ADJUSYED Cus
b ASSOLUTE FREQ FRED FREQ

CATEGORY LA3EL CODE  FREQ P (PCTY  CPCT)
VERY LOW -2. "2 2.9 2.9 2.9
LON “1. 113 7.8 7.9 10.7
i HODERA TE A VE 0. 01 20.4 20.3 31.5
f HIGH 1. se7 0.5 0.5 2.0
VERY H1GH 2. .06 29.9 28, 100.0
TOTAL 1449 100.0 100.0
. NEAN 0.830 MED IAN 04957
VALED CASES 1449 WISSING CASES °




e

Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARSAS IMPONTANCE OF JOB CHALLENSE

CATEGORY LABEL
VERY LOW

Leu

NOQCERA TE=AYVE
HiGn

YERY HIGH

NEAN 0.799

VALED CASES 1766

Field grade

YAROAS INPIRTANCE OF J08 CHALLENSE

CATEGQRY LASEL
VERY L OM .
Lo«
NCOERATE~AVE
NIGN

VERY HIGH

REM 0.967
VALID CASES 1449

RELATIVE
ASSNLYTE FREQ
caoe FREQ (PCr}
2. 64 3.5
e 2 158 9.9
0. 384 2t.7
1. 631 5.7
2. 529 32.0
TOTAL .;;;;- ;;;:;.
MEDIAN 0.939
HiSSING CASES 9
RELATIVE
ASSOLUTE FRED
€aoE FRED (PCey
=2, 32 2.2
=l. 195 Te.2
Q. 2%% 16.3
ie 582 60,2
2e 496 361
oL ees to0.0
MEDIAN A 1.104
MISSING CASES 0

Cc-80

ADJUSFED cun

FREQ FREQ
(3438 ) (PCT)
3.6 3.6
8.9 12.6
217 4.3
—SSof 0.0

30.0 100.0

100.0

AQJUSTED CUM

FREQ FRED
(PCTY  (PET)
2.2 2.2
7.2 9.5
16.3 25.7
40,2 - 65.9

34.1 100490

100.0

N




Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARDG 9 IM?IRTANCE OF JOD3 PRESTIGE

CATEGORY LASEL CODE
VERY LOW -2.
Lou 1.
NOOERA TE=AVE 0.
HIGH 1.
VERY HIGH 2.
NONRESPONSIVE 9.
ToraL
HEAN 0.210 MEDTAN
VALID CASES 1764 _MISSING

Field grade

VARS 49 IMPORTANCE OF 303 PRESIIGE

CATEGORY LA3EL
VERY LOK

Lo
NOOERATE=AVE
HIGN

VERY HIGH

nEau

VALED CASES

CLOE
2.
“le

0.
| T
2«

TOoTAL

Qe 490 MEDIAN
1449 MISSING

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FREQ
FRED (PCT)
150 8.5
326 18.5
580 32.3
619 23.7
289 15 .4
2 0.1
“iree 100t
0.200
CASES 2
RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FREN
FRES ecn
57 3.9
169 117
498 4.6
457 5l.5
268 18.5
s 1.0
9.501
CASES 0

ADJUSTED
FRED
(PCO)

8.5
18.5
32.9
23.8
1644

MISSING

100.9

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

3.9
1t.7
3404
3t.5

l'.s

100.0

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
8.5
27.90
59.9
83.6
100.0

100.0

cum
FREQ
PCcY)

3.9
15.6
50.0
8.5

100.0
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TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

»
: Company grade
f! vARQSO IMPORT OF RESPONSE TO PROSBLENS & NEEDS
. : RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE  FRE2 FRED
CATEGORY LA3EL cooe FREQ (Pcr) {13
VERY LOM -2. 28 1.6 1.6
& Low -1. rr W (W
i NIOERA TE~AVE 0. 554 20,0 20.%
W HIGH ‘ 1. 655 37.1 37.1
1 VERY HIGH 2. 651 36.9 36.9
NONRESPONSIVE -9, 1 0.1 NISSING
rotaL  1res 100 100.3
MEAN 1.033 MEDIAN 1e147
VALID CASES 1765 MISSING CASES 1
Field grade
VARGS0 INPORT CF RESPONSE 10 PROBLEMS & NEFOS
RELATIVZ  ADJUSTYED
E ASSOLVUTE FREQ FREQ
' CATEGORY LABEL cooE FREQ (1) ({133
V VERY LOW 24 10 Qo7 0.7
Lon “le 62 4.3 6.3
NQOBRATE=AVE 0. 248 17.1 17.1
NIGH ’ 1o t11] 38,3 38.3
VERS HIGH 2. s74 39.6 39.6
TOTAL 1669 100.3  100.3
HEAR 1.119 nEDIAN 1.229
VALID CASES 1449 MISSING CASES 0

c-82

R ] T T T e —_—

CuN
FREQ
C(PCYT)

1.6

5.9
26.0
63.1

100.0

190.0

cum
FREQ
rer)

0a7

50

T 221

604
100.0
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- TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)
- Company grade
- VAROST  IMPORT OF ASSIGNMENT TO NON-FLYING J033
3 : RELATIVE ADJUSTED  cUM
’ ASSOLUTE  FIEY FRED FREQ
CATEGIRY LAIEL COJE  FREQ (PEr) (PETY  (PCTY
: VERE LOW -2, 6 2.6 2.6 2.6
i LOW -1. 80 b5 4.5 7.1
ki MOOERA TE=AVF 0. 254 1646 16.4 21.5
HIGH 1. 396 22.4 22.4 3.9
i VERY HIGH 2. 990 561 56.1  100.0
TGTAL - 1766 1000 109.9
NEAN 1,248 MEOTAN 1.608
VALID CASES 1766 WISSING CASES D)
|
i
3 Field grade
VARGSL  INPORT OF ASSIGNMENT TO NON=FLYING JOBS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUM .
ABSOLUTE  FRED FREQ FREQ
g CATEGORY LA3EL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCTY  (PCT)
VERY LOW -2. 32 2.2 2.2 2.2 :
1 Low -1. 136 9.2 9.3 11.5
MODERA TE=AVE 0. 336 23.2 23.2 367
HIGH 1. 390 26.9 2649 61.6
VERY HIGH 2. $56 38.4 38.4  100.0
NONRESPONSIVE -9 1 0.1  MISSING 100.0
TOTAL 1849 100.3 100.9
. nEAN 0.901 NEOTAN 1.069
VALIO CASES 1448 MISSING CASES 1

c-83

+ i

R

¥
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TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

YAROS52 IMPJRT OF POSSIBLE ASSEGNMENT TO SCHOOL

CATEGORY LAYEL 41]] 4
VERY LOW ' ~2.
Low “le
ROQERA TE=AVE .
nian ta
VERY KHIGH 2.
NONRESPCNSIVE ~9%.
TaTaL
HEAN 0.188 WEDIAN

YALID CASES 1763

Field grade

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FREY
FREQ (PCr)
225 12.7
323 18.3
502 28.4
322 18.2
3191 22.1
3 N.2
Tuee waa
0,164
3

MI3ISING CASES

V4RO52 IM?ORT QF PNSSIALE ASSIGNMENT TO SCMIIL

CATEGORY LASEL COdE
VER® LOW -2.
LON “le
MODERA JE~AVE | 0.
HIGH 1.
VERY NIGH 2.
NONRESPONSIVE 9.
TOTAL
NEAR ~0.112 NEDI4N

YALID CASES | 1aa2

C-84

ABSOLYIF
FREQ

255
328
386
269
208
?

1449

~0.142

NISSING CASES

L4

RELATIVE

FRE2
(Per)

17.5
22,6
2546
1%.6
16.1

9.5

oesace

190.0

ADJUSTED
FREY
PeTy
12.8
18.3
28.5
18.3
22.2

MISSING

casases

190.9

.

ADJUSTED
FREQ
tPery
1.7
22.7
26.3
18.7
14,1

RISSING

100.9

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
12.8
31.1
59.6
rT7.8
100.0

100.0

cu
FREQ
(PCY)
17.7
40.4

$r.2
5.9

100.0

100.0




Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VAROS3 IM2JIRT OF LACK OF PROFICIENCY FLYING

CATEGORY LA3JEL

VER® LOW

LOW
HOCERATE=AVE
Hien

VERY HIGH
NONRESPONSIVE

NEAN .
VALPD CASES

Field grade

0.249
1764

RELATIVE
. ABSOLUTE FRED
COCE FREQ (PCY)
2. 257 18.6
-1l. 265 15.90
Q0. 452 25.5
1. 362 20.5
2e 428 2642
9. 2 0.1
reTL 1766 100.e
MEOIAN 0.296
MBI SSING CASES 2

VARGS3 IMPORT CF LACK OF PROFICIENCY FLYING

CATEGORY LA3EL

VEAY LOu
Low

MOJOERA TE=AVE
HlGH

VERY HIGH

MEAN
VALID CASES

0.043
1449

ABSOLUTE
CODE  FREQ
-2, 240
1. 306
0. 348
1. 262
2. 293

TOTAL 1449

RELATIVE

FRE)
¢

16.5
2l.l
2600
16.1
20.2

100.9

MEDIAN 0.013

MISSING CASES

c-85

ADJUSTED

FRED
(PCT)

14.6
15.0
25.6
20.9
2443
MISSING

100,90

ADJUSTED

FREQ
(PCT)

1646
2l.1
240
18%.1
20.2

100.9

cun
FREQ
PLCTY
14.6
29.6
552
75.7
100.90

100.0

cun
FREQ
PCT)
1646
3r.7
61.7
79,8

100.0




Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARSSS IMPORTANCE OF PERFORMANCE EVAL SYSTEM

CATEGORY L As€L

VERY LON
LGH

NOGERA TE-AVE
HIGH

VERY NI1GH

NONRESPONSIVE

HEANR

YALID CASES

Field grade

ABSOLUTE
COSE  FREQ
-2. 118
1. 200
0. A89
1. 446
2. 512
-9, B

woame e

TOTAL L766

RELAFIVE
FREQ
(prCT)

6.7
1.3
2ra?
25.3
29.0

0.l

sowese

199.9

MEDIAN 2.669

I SSTNG CASES

?

VARG IN2IRTANCE JF PERFORMANCE EVAL SYSTEM

CATEGDRY LABEL

VERY LQW

LCu
NOOERAJE=~AYE
HIGH

VERY HIGH
NOGNRESPONSIVE

NEAN
VALID CASES

RELAVIVE

A3SOLUTE FREQ

CO0E FREQ wer)
2 119 7.8
“tle 227 1547
9. $22 29.1
1. 358 2407
2. 331 22.3
“9%. 1 0.1
roTAL 1ees 10000

MEDIAN 0.417

MISSING CASES

1

ADJUSTED cun

FREQ FREQ
(PCTY  CPCT)
6.7 6.7
11.3 18.0
1.7 as.7
2s.3 71.0

29,0 170.0
HISSING 190.0

caccse

1849.9

ADJUSTED Cum

FREQ FREQ
(PCT)  (PCT)
7.6 7.6
15.7 23.3
291 S2.4
2407 4181

22.9 100.0
MISSING 100.0

10042
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Company grade

VARG5S QUALLITY OF USMC PERSDNNEL MANAGEMENT

CATEGORY LABEL
VERY 200R
PCLR

AVERAGE

6000

VERY 3008
NONRESPONSIVE

NEAN ~0.721
VALED CASES 1755

Field grade

T

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

RELATIVE
ABSNLUTE fFREQ
cnoe FREQ ?C1)
-2. h19 23.7
1. 635 3643
Q. 523 29.6
1. 176 10.9
2. 12 Ne?
-9, .1 0.1
TOTAL 1766 1a0.0
NCOIAN “0.,770
MISSING CASES 1

VAROSS CUALITY OF USMC PERSONNIL MANAGEMENT

CATEGORY LASEL
VERY PQJIR

POOR

AVERAGE

6000

VERY GOOOD
NONRE 3PONSIVE

NEAN ~0.35%7

VALLID CASES 1448

RELATIVE
ARSOLYUTE FREQ
Caot FREQ (PCT)
2. 286 197
1. (114 39.3
0. . 493 36.0
1. 202 13.9
24 20 Leb
9% 1 0.1
TOTAL tees  100.0
NEDIAN -0.520
MISSING CASES 1

ADJUSTED

FRED
(PCT)

23.7
36.0
29.6
-10.0
0.7
MISSING

100.90

ADJUSTED
FRED
(PCT)
17.8
30.9
3‘.0
140

leé

MISSING

100.0

Cum
FREQ
(PCTY
zs.'
S59.7
89.3
99.3

100.0

100.0

cun
FREQ
PCTY
19.9
$0.6

NI
98.6

100.0

100.0
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Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VAR®SS QUALITY OF DEPENDENT MEDICAL CARE

CATEGORY LASEL
VERY POCA

POOR

AVERAGE

600D

YERY 500C
NONRESPONSIVE

NEAN =0.625
VALID CASES 1761

Field grade

A8SOLUTE RE}:;:VE
CoDE FREQ “?cn
2. 406 23.0
1. sat 32.9
0. s2% - 297
1. 206 il1.?
20 43 244
=% 5. 9.3
ot 1768 10040
MEDIAN -0.683
MISSING CASES 3

VAR®S6 QUALITY OF DEPENDENT HEDICAL CARE

CATEGORY LAJEL
VERY POOR
PaOR

AVERAGE

6000

VERY 5000
NOMRESPONSIVE

NEAN . «0.708
VALED CASES 1447

T s ST

- P ol " o3 LR R T T I T e e —— . e,

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE  FE2
CODE  FRED (PCT)
-2, 333 23.0
-1, 52 3%.1
0. 396 2r.3
1. 139 9.6
2. 27 1e9
-s. 2 0.1
TOTAL 1849 100.0
NEDTAN -0.793

HISSING CASES 2

C-88

ADJUSTED
FRED
(PCT)
23.1
33,0
29.8
117

28

MISSING

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
«PCT)
23.9
38.1

2r.4

9.6

1.9
NISSING

100.)

Cuwm
FREQ
(PCT)
23.1
56.0
85.9
97.6

100.0

100.0

Cuv
FREQ
(PCT)
23.0
61.2
- 88.5
98.1
100.0

100.0

e T T
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. TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VAROS? AMOUNT OF J)8 RECOGMNITION
RELATIVE ADJUSTED CumM

. ASSOLUTE  FRED FREQ FRFQ
] CATEGORY LA3JEL CODE  FRFOQ (PCT) (PCTY  (PCT)
i VERY POOR -2. 101 5.7 5.7 5.7
b POCR -1, 315 17.3 17.8 23.6
%L AVERAGE 0. 764 3.3 3.3 66.9
6000 ’ 1. 513 29.9 29.1 95.9
3 VERY GOOC 2. 72 “et el 100.0
: NONRE S PONS 1 VE ~9. 1 0.1 MISSING  100.0
rotaL tres 10,7 100.0
. NEAN 0.079 MEDIAN 0.111
1 YALID CASES 1765 NISSING CASES :

Field grade

VAROS? ANOUNT OF JOE RECOGNITION
RELATIVE  ADLUSTED CuM

ABSOLUTE FRED FREQ FREQ
CATEGIRY LAJEL CODE  FRED Ty PCTY  LPCT)
YERR POOR -2. 49 38 Tes 3.a
POOR -1. 192 13.3 13.3 16.6
AVERAGE ‘ 0. S74 39.6  39.6 56.2
Gceo 1. 487 32.2 32.2 88.5
VERY GOOD 2. 167 1n.s 11.5  100.0
TOTAL 1449 109.0 100.0
nEAN 0.353 NEDLAN 0.342
* VALIO CASES 1449 MISSING CASES °

i
H
1
%




Company grade

e v
- 3

Jiiiaks Tt degil

PQOR

AVERAGE

§00C0

VERY GGOO

NEAN

VALIO CASES

Field grade

VAROSS

CATEGORY LAJEL
VER® PUOR

«0.563

VARDSS

CATEGORY LA3EL
VERY POOR

PCCR

AYERAGE

G000

VERY GOOC

NEAR

VALSD CASES

~0.2%97

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

CODE
2.
-1

Q0.
1 8
2.

TOTAL

MEOIAN

1766 Wi SSING

OF INFLUENCE ON QNN CAREER

COoE
=2.

t T
0.

1.

20
TOTAL

1449 MISSING

ABS5TLUTE
FREQ

328
6§02
606
209

24

1766

AMJUNT OF INFLUENCE ON OwN CAREER

=0.573%

CASES

ABSOLUTE
FREQ

201
370
530
297

51

1449

o

-0.210

CASES

RELATYIVE

FREY
(PCr)

18.4
6.1
363
11.8%

Lob

199.9

RELATI VE

FREQ
(S5 B ]

13.9
25.5
36.6
20.5

3.5

100.9

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)
18.4
34,3
11.8

1e6

109.9

ADJUSTED
FREQ
CPCT)
13.9
25.5
36.6
20.5

3.5

100.0

cun
FREQ
(PCT)

18.4
52.5
86.8
98.6
100.0

Cum
FREQ
(PCT)
39.4
76.0
96.5

100.0
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; * TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

B S

Company grade

-
PRERII

“_

- VARDS9  USNC RESPONSIVENESS TO PROBLEMS & NFEDS
- RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CU“
. AB5JLUTF FRED FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LAJEL COZE  FREQ [E13) (PCTY  CPCT)
! VERY POOR -2. 239 13.5 13.5 13.5
i POOR 1. 8% 27.3 27.3 0.7
> AVERAGE 0. 753 42.6 42.6 83.5
6000 1. 253 6.9 1609 98.4
VERY 3000 2. 28 1.6 1.6  100.0
TOTAL 1766 199.0 100.0
MEAN -0, 364 MEDIAN -0.286
. VALIO CASES 1766 MISSING CASES 0

Field grade

VARDS9  USAC RESPINSIVENZSS TO PROBLEMS & NFEDS i
RELATIVE  ADJUSTSD  Cum
ASSIALUTE FRED FRED FREQ
CATEGORY LA3EL coce  FREQ e PCTy  (PCT)
VERY POGR -a. 118 8.1 8.1 8.1
POOR -1. 294 20.3 20.3 28.4
AVERAGE 0. 633 A3.7 o3.7 7241 ’
t
1 G000 1. 31 23.5 23.5 95.7
i VERY 3000 2. 63 “.$ 4.3 100.0
| TOTAL 1449 100. 0 100.0
. NEAN <0.043 MEDLAN -0.906
VALIO CASES 1449 MISSING CASES 0
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TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VAROSO AMOUNT OF PAY AS NA& OR NFO
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cuv

. ABSOLUTE FRZI FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LASEL CO0E FREQ 2cT) (PCT) tPeY)
VERY POOR -2. 171 9.7 9.7 9.7
PGOR -1, as 23.5 23.5 33.2
AVERAGE 0. 627 35.5 35.5 68.7
6000 1. ar0 2845 26.6 95.3
VERY G00C 2. a3 4o7 ‘7 100.0

TOTAL 1765 100.0

REAN ~0.069 MED IAN =0.026
VALID CASES 1766 MISSING CASES ]

Field grade

VARDGO AMOUAT OF PAY AS NA OR NfO
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum
ABSOLYTE FREQ FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LASEL Cnoe FREQ cT) (PCT) (PCT)
VERY POOR “2e 98 6.9 6.8 6.8

POOR *le 20.9 20.9 27

AVERASE 0. 36.5 36.7 64ed

P D]] 1e 29.3 29.4 93.7

VYERY 500D 2 6.3 63 100.0

NONRESPCNSIVE 9. d.1 NISSING 190 .9

TOraL 100.0 100.0

NEAN 9.975 MEDTAN
VALED CASES 1448 MISSING

EOTS ¥ a2 T e ST T AR e iy v s STy e g o T s g
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TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

EXPECTED JUAL OF FUTURE REFIKEMENY PGMS

Company grade
VAROS1
CATEGORY LAREL CODE
VERY POOR 2.
POOR -1.
AVERAGE Oe
6COD 1.
VERY GOGD 2.
NOKRE SPONSIVE 9.
TOTAL
NEAN =0.992 MLOIAN
VALLD CASES 1764 NISSING

Field grade

RELATIVE
ABSTLUTE FREQ
FREQ LTy
469 25.6
907 S1e6
307 17 .4
67 3.8
16 9.8
4 .1
o6 w0
“1.045
CASES 2

VAROS1 EXPECTED JUAL COF FUTURE RETIREMENT 2G¥S
RELATEIVE
ABSOLUTE FREQ
CATEGORY LASEL COoE FREQ (PCT)
VERY PQOR “2e 517 35.7
POOR “le 7146 A9.3
AVERAGE 0. 167 1.5
6000 le (1) 3.0
YERY GODD 2e 5 0.3
NONRESPINKSIVE 9. 2 Jdet
roTaL  tase 00,0
MEAN “l.171 MEDI AN ~1.211
VALED CASES 1447 N1SSING CASES 2

ADJUSTED cum
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)

26.6 26.5
51.4 78.9
174 95«4

3.8 99.2

9.8 189 .9
NISSING 100.9

100.1

ADJUSTED L]

FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
35.7 5.7
49.3 5.1
11.5 9606
3.0 99.7

0.3 100.0

MISSING 100.0

100.0




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VARGS2 QUALITY OF 2ERPFDANANCE EVAL SYSTEM
' RELATIVE ADJUSTED cun

: ASSOLUTE FREY FRE? FREQ
CATEGNRY LAJEL cooe FREQ L) crer) wen
VERY POOR -2, 134 18.9 1.9 18.9 1
Po0R “1. .82 7.3 27.3 86.2
AVERAGE 0. 645 3646 36.6 82.8
6000 L. 768 15.2 15.2 98.0
VERY GOOD ' 2. 35 . 2.0 2.9 1%0.0
NONRE SPONS VS -9, 1 01 MISSING  (00.0

TOTAL 1765 1a0.0  ton.a
MEAN ~0.460 MEOLAN -0.397 ‘
MISSING CASES 1

VALID CASES 1765

Field grade

VARQ62 QUALLITY OF PERFORMANCE EVAL SYSTEM
. RELATIVE ADJUSTED cun

ABSOLUTE  FRE2 FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LA3EL CO0E  FREQ cr) (PCT)  (PCT
VERY POOR -2, 138 9.5 ¥.5 9.5
POOR 1. 264 19.5 19.6 29.1
AVERAGE 0. 554 38.2 38.3 67.4
G300 te 598 27.5 21.5 94.9
VERY 600D 2. 7s S.t S.t  100.0
NONRESPONSTVE -¥. 1 0.1 MISSING  100.0

TOTAL  1ee% (00,0 100.0 X
NEAN “0.010 NEDI AN LYY ]

VALED CASFS 1848 NISSING CASES t

LT —
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f TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)
i
3 Company grade
N 'g
VARDSS AMT OF CONSIGERATION GIVEN T0 OFSIRES
RELATIVE  ADJUSTED cum
A3SOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LASEL CNOE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCTY 5
L VERY POOR 2. 313 1.7 1. 17.7 4
' PCOR -1, sas 33.1 33.1 50.8
g
:; AVERAGE 0. 681 3.5 38.6 89.4
B ¢00D 1. 175 9.9 9.9 99.3
VERY 3070 2. 12 9.7 0.7 100.90
b TOTAL 1766 100.0 100.0
MEAN “0.573 MEO | AN -8.526
. VALID CASES 1766 MISSING CASES 0
; Field grade
VAROG3 ANT CF CCNSIDERATION GIVEN TD DESIRES
] RELATIVE  ADJUSTED cun
& ABSOLUTE FREJ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LAREL €O00E FREQ cr) tPCT)Y tPCT)
VERY PONR -2. 159 11.9 11.0 1t.0 i
POCR “1. 154 26 .4 2444 3544
AVERAGE 0. 637 4.0 4449 794
6000 1. 251 1r.3 17.3 96.8 1
VERY 5000 2. Y 3.2 3.2 100.0
AONRE 3PONSIVE -9, 1 0.1 NISSING  100.0
TOTAL 1449 100.0 100.0
|
NEAN “0.226 MEQIAN «0.169 i
VALID CASES 1668 MISSING CASES 1
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TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade
VARB6S  OVERALL *QuALITY OF L1FEw
, RELATIVE
ABSO UTE Ferg

CATEGORY LAJEL coee FReQ Ccr)

VERY PUOR -2 39 2.2

POOR “1le 17s 9.9

AVERAGE [ XS r3r S I8 4

Goan e e 0.

VERY Gag0 ' 2. 99 5.5

NONRES PONSIVE -5. 2 1.1
TOTAL 1766 1oo.g

REAN Q374 MEDIAN 0.406

VALID CASES 1764 MISSING CASES 2

Field grade
VAROG S OVERALL "JUALITY OF LfFg™
: RELATI VE
ABSOLUTE FRED

CATEGORY LA2EL cooE FREQ Per)
VERY PQOR 2. 13 0.9
POOR 1. 109 7.5
AVERAGE 0 496 34e2
600D t. 68S 47.3
VERY GDOD 2. 146 10.1

T0TAL 1449 100.0
WEAN 9.5%1 MEOIAN 0.858

VALR0 CAsSES (X 1Y)

MISSING CASES 0

T T T R AP e o St semp Tt o

AQJUSTED Cuw

FREQ FRFQ
PCTY (PCT)
2,2 2,2
9.9 12.1
41.8 53.9
~60.5 9%.4

5.6 100.0
MISSING 100,90

100.0

ADJUSTED Cun
FeEQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCTY

0.9 0.9
T.5 8.4
342 2.7
7.3 89.9

1%.1 109.9

100.0

T T T T

;
H
5
H
ol
H
3




Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARGSS ANOUNT OF JO8 SATISFACTION
: RELATIVE
. ABSDLUTE  FRED
CATEGORY LAGEL COOE FREQ *cr)
VERY POOR -2. 96 Seb
POOR -1. 240 13.5
AVERAGE 0. sar 27.5
" Goco | 1. 672 38.1
VERY 600D 2. 287 15.1
NONRESPONSIVE -9, 4 0.2
TOTAL -;;;5 150.0
NEAN 0.439 WD IAN 0.586
VALID CASES 1762 MISSING CASES 4
Field grade
VARSSS AMOUNT NF J0B SATISFACTION :
RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE Foco
CATEGORY LASEL caot FREQ [T 39)
VERY PO00R -2, «0 2.8
POQR -1. 1 r.r
AVERAGE o 312 21.5
6000 1. 627 43.3
VERY GOOO 2. 358 v a7
NONRES PINSIVE -9, 1 9.1
TOTAL .lbb; 100.0
NEAN 0.796 WEDJAN 0.916
VALRD CASES 1448 MISSING CASES 1

o e e et B e IR

ADJUSTED cum
FREQ FREQ
(PCTY (PCT)

a4 Seé

13.6 19.1

27.6 46.7

33,1 84.9

15.2 100.0
MISSING 100.9
100.9

ADJUSTED cun
FREOQ FREQ
($42 ] (PCT)

2.8 2.8
T.7 10.4
21.5 32.0
43.3 75.3
26,7 100.0

MISSING 100 .9

100.0
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TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade
VARGSS VALUE OF CURRENT J39
RELATIVE
ABSTLUTE FREQ
CATEZORY LA3€EL co0¢ FReEQ (Per)
YERY PQOR 2. 51 2.7
PaoR 1. 152 e.5
AVERASE o. 6l 261
6000 1. £+ o,
YERY GOCD 2. 373 2tlat
NGNRESPONSIVE -9, ) 0.2
' ToTAL 1785 100.0
MEAN MEDJAN 0799
VALID CASES MISSING CASES &
Field grade
VARSS6 VALUE OF CURRFNT JO8
RELATIVE
CATEGORY LABEL c90E "ggtgts 5252,
VERY P00R -2 14 2.
rooR 1. 102 7.0
AVERAGE 0. 293 20.4
caco 1. 617 42,5
VERY 3070 2. 397 2r.¢
NONRESPONSIVE -9, 1 0.1
TOTAL 1ees 1e0.0
NEAN MEDIAN 0.970

VALIO CASES

MISSING CASES 1

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

2.9
8.6
26.2
.‘10‘
2.2

NTSSING

100.0

AQJUSTED
FREQ
($233]

2.6
7.9
20.4
42,6
27.4

MISSING

190.9

cun
FREQ

(PCT Y

Z.’

11.5

37.7

78.8
100.0

100.0

cus
FREQ
(PCT)
2.6
9.6
30.0
T2.6
100.0

100.0




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VAROS7 AOVANCEMENTS USMC VS COMMERCIAL AVN
: . RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CuM
AB3ILUTE FRE) FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LA3EL CO0E  FRED (Pery crcr) PCT)
VERY PODR -2. 237 13.4 13.5 13.5
PoOR -1, 519 29.% 29.5 s3.0
AVERAGE 0. 625 35.4 35.5 78.6
Goge - s 1. it 17.5 17.7 96.3
_VERY G00D 2. 65 3.7 3.7 100.0
NONRESPONS iVE -5e 9 3.5 MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 1766 100.0 190.0
. NEAN “0.314 MZOTIAN -0.304
VALBD CASES 1757 MISSING CASES 9
Field grade
VARRS? ADVANCEMENT: USMC VS COMNERCIAL AV
RELATIVE ACJUSTED  CUM
ABSALUTE  FRTO FREQ FREQ
CATBSORY LA3EL CcooE FREOQ ©cr) (PCT) (PCcT)
VERY 2dGR -24 153 1.5 10,6 10.6
POOR “1a 370 25.5 25.6 36.1
AVERAGE 0. .98 3.1 3801 70.3
{ G000 1. 332 22.9 22.9 93.2
} VERY GODO 2. % 6.8 68 100.9
- NONRESPONSIVE “9e 2 0.t MISSING 100.0
TOTAL 1449 100.0 109.0
) .
NEAN ~0.102 NEDIAN ~0.09¢
VALID CASES 1487 MISSING CASES 2
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Company grade

.
..

.VARDGS

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

ADYANCEMENT: USHC vS NON=AVN CIV J

GATEGORY LABEL caoe | rea
VERY POGR -2, 208
POOR “1. s2r
AVERASE 0. 689
coae . . 1. 219
VERY 600D 2. 61
liuugsrtasxvz S _ -9, 3

‘ TOTAL -;;;;-

NEAR =0.397 MEDIAN -0.287
VALPD CASES 1763 MISSING CASES 3

Field grade

_VARNGS

CATEGORY LA
VERY 2Q0R
PoOR
AVERAGE
6000

VERY 3009

NEAR
VALDD CASES

08

RELATIVE
FREY
(*ct)
it.d8
29.8
39.0
15.9

3.9

o.?

100.0

ADVANCENENT: USHMC VS NON=AVN CIV J03

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FREQ
3EL CODE FREQ cr
~2. 1] 5.9
“le 299 20.5
0. 645 46,5
351 24 .2
2. -1 ] (XY 4
roTaL 1ess 100.0
9.011 MEOIAN 9.926
14649 MISSIMG CASES 0

C-100

ADJUSTED cum
FRED FREQ
cect) (PCcY)
1L.8 t1.8
29.9 4.7

_39.3 80.7
15.8 96.5
3.5 100.0
MISSING 100.0
100.0

ADJUSTED Cun

FRED FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
5.9 5.9
206 2646
44,5 1.1
28.2 95.3

L XY 4 1%0.0

P




Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VAROGY RESPONSIBILITYSUSHC VS COMMERCIAL AVN

carésuav;tna:L
VERE POOR
PoOR
"VERAGE
o0y ‘

VERY GOOD
NORRESPONSIVE

NEAR
VALED CASES

Field grade

CO0E
-2,
i T

1.

2.
-9
TOTAL

NEDIAN
MISSING

VAROGY RESPONSIBILITYZUSHC VS

CATEGORY LAJEL
VERY POOR

POCOR

AVERAGE

G000

VERY GOOGOD
NONRESPONSIVE

NEAN

VALIO CASES ~ 1447

ABSOLUTE
COO0E FREQ
-2. 26
~le Tl
9. 356
1e 561
2o 433
9. 2
TOTAL 1449
MEOQIAN
MISSING CASES
c-101

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FRE2
FREQ PCr)
42 2eb
161 %1
340 30.6
667 37.8
387 19.6
L 0.5
iree 10,0
9.703
CASES

COMMERCIAL AVN

0,982

RELATIVE

FREQ

er)

10%.9

ADJUSYED

FREQ
(PCT)

24
9.2
30.7
A!B.D
19.7
HlSSiNG

100.0

ADJUSTED

FREQ
e

1.8
4.9
24.6
38.8
29.9
NI SSING

cavoes

100.0

cun
FREQ
(PCT)

2e4
11.6
62.3

80.3

100.0
100.0

cCun
FREQ
(PCT)

1.9

6.7
31.3

T0.1

100.0

104 .0

T

YT S R AT N R



TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VAROZ0  RESPONSIBILITVIUSHC VS NONAVN CIV JO8

CITEGORV LABEL Co0E
VERY PQOOR ~2.
pPaor 1.
AVERASE 0.
Gao0s 1.
VERY G0OOD 2«
NONRES PONSIVE -9.

TOTAL
MEAR 0.897 MEDIAN

YALID CASES 1763

Field grade

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FREQ
FREQ (LT
40 2.3
124 7.0
A66 2644
639 6.2
494 28,0
3 3.2
“ires 1000
0.094%
3

MEISSING CASES

VAROTO RESPCNSIBILITYIUSMC VS NONAVN CIV 493

CATEGIRY LASEL COOE
VERY POOR ~2e
POOR g O
AVERAGE ‘ (1
Gceo |
VERY GOOD 2.
NONRESPONSIVE 9.

ToTAL
NEAN 0.961 MEDIAN

VALBO CASES 1448

C-102

ABSOLUTE
FREQ

17
r
529
S48
o7
1

1449

RELATIVZ
FRZQ
(*CcT)

1.2
5.3
22.7
37.8
32.9

9.1

100.0

1.00

MISSING CASES

1

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

2.3
7.0
26.‘
36.2
28.0

MISSING

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

1.2
s‘!
22.7
3r.8
32.9

MISSING

100.0

Cun
FREQ
P

2.3

9.3
35.7
2.0

100.90

109.0

cum
FREQ
(PCT)

1.2

6.5

29.2

67.1
100.0

100.0




t & TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)
! '
' Company grade
’
& ) VAROZ1 - JO8 CHALLINGE: USWC VS CONMERCLAL AVN
- PELATIVE  ADJUSTED  Cum
' - ABSOLUTE  FRED FREA FREQ
CATEGORY LASEL CODE  FREG tPem) (PCT)  (PCT)
3 VERY POOR -2, 36 2.0 2.0 2.0
k. PocR ~1. 97 5.5 5.5 r.s
i% AVERAGE 0. 386 21.9 21.9 29.5
f’ Goco 1. 672 38.1 38,1 57.6
& VERS GOOD 2. s7t 52.3 32.4  130.0
] NONRESPONSIVE -9, . 0.2 WISSING  100.0
] OTAL 1765 100.0 1000
4 ‘ HEAN 0.93¢ NEDIAN 1.039
VALED CASES 1762 MISSING CASES 4

Field grade

VARO71 J0B CHALLENGE:S USMC VS COMMEACIAL AVN
: RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cum
; ARSOLUTE FRED FREQ FREQ
] CATEQORY LASEL cooe FREQ <N tecT) (PCT)
‘ VERY POCR -2. 10 0.7 0.7 0.7
PGOR -1. 4 3.2 3.0 3.7
AVERAGE 9. 223 15.4 15.4 “19.1
6002 te 526 36.3 36.3 5S4
VERY 3000 2. 646 &b o6 44,5 100.0
TOTAL 1649 100.0 10,3
NEAN 1.210 PEDIAN 1.351
{ ) VALID CASES 1449 WISSING CASES 0
;‘ -
3
h
g (-103




Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARG 2 JI8 CHALLINGES USHMC VS NON-=AVYN ClV JO3

CATBGARY LASEL
VERY POOR
*ooR

AVERAGE

G208

VERX GOOO
NONRES PGASIVE

HEAN 0.807
VALED CASES 1762

Field grade

coce
=2,
“t.
Ve
1.
2.
“9.

ToTAL

MEOTAN
MESSING

VARO7 2 JI3 CHALLENIE: USHC v§

CATEGORY LA3EL
VERY POOR

fraca

AVERAGE

6000

VERY GOODO

REAN G 9495
VALID CASES 1449

CoDE
~2e
-ie

0.
Y
2.
TarAL

MEDIAN

NISSING

RELATIVE

ABSOLUTE FRED

FReg N

53 5.9

154 a7

s16 23.%

596 33.7

543 30.7

4 4.2

zrs; io;.a
0.933
CASES s

NON=aVN CIVv J03

ABSOLYTE
FREQ

19
92
326
524
488

esevw e

1449

1.049

CASES

e

RFLATIVE
FIed
«och

l.!
5.3
22.5
36.2

35.7

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
PCTY

3.0
3.7
23.6
33,8
30.3

MISSING

100.7

AQUUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

1.3
6.3
22.5
35.2

33.7

100.0

cum
FREQ
rPcT)
3.0
tt.7
35.4
§%9.2
1048.0

100.9

Cum
FREQ
PCTYy

1.3

Ta?
'30.2
663

149.%

R A S ATk e oyt 0 A A

.
R et E

.




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)
E»
i#‘ Company grade
n ¢ VARO?Z3 PARTICIPATION IN PLANNING DwN CAREEPR
- RELATIVE  ADJUSTED cum
i : ABSOLUTE FRZQ FREQ FREQ
4" CATEGORY LAJEL cooE FREQ «cr) reDy PCT)
VERY PQOR -2, 234 13.3 13.3 13.3
, PGOR -1, 437 247 247 38.9
8y
‘ AVERAGE O. 634 35,9 35.9 73.9
m) 6000 1. 368 29.8 2%.9 94he?
VERY GOOOD 2. 93 5.3 5.% 100.0
TCTAL 1765 100.9 199.9
1 NEAN =0.199 MEJIAN ~0.166
VALID CASES 1746 MISSING CASES 9
Field grade

VARB?73 PARTICIPATION IN PLANNING OWN CAREER
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cun

ABSILUTE FIED FREOQ FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL codc FREQ (PCT) (PCT) PCT)

VERY PQOR -2« 115 7.9 7.9 1.9

PCCR -l. 310 21.4 214 29.3

AVERAGE 0. 506 .9 34.9 T 6&.3

6000 . T 381 263 26.3 90.5

VERY GOOD 2. 137 .5 9.5 199.9

TOTAL 1465 100.0  100.0

. NEAN C. 079 MEDIAN 0.092
v VALRO CASES 1449 NISSING CASES o

C~105




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VARGZ S ATRLINE HIRI NG CAUSES NA=NF) ATTRIT JOM
. RELATIVE  ADJUSTED cum

ABSOLUTE FRE2 FREQ FREQ
CATEGIRY LABEL COoE FREQ (PCr) rcT) (PCT)
STRONGLY CISAGREE 2. 306 17.3 17.% 17.3
OISAGREE =l L4124 T 4247 42,9 60.3
UNOECICED Q. 209 11.8 11.3 72.1
AGREE 1. 393 22.% _22.3 F4ed
STRONGLY AGREE 2. 99 3.6 5.6 100.9
NONRSSPONSIVE i 2 %.1 MISSING 190.0

TQTAL 1766 10049 130.0

HEAN ~0.441 NEZOIAN -0.739
YALID CASES 1764 MISSING CASES 2

Field grade

VARDZ G AIRLAINE HIRING CAUSES MA=NFO ATTRITION
RELATIVE AOQJUSTED cux

ABSOLUTE  FRE3 FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LAJEL COOE  FRED cry (P2F)  (PETY

STRONGLY D1SAGREE -2. 155 1047 10.7 10.7

01 SAG REE -1. %S 37.5 . 37.6 0.3 !
UNDECTOED \ 0. 205 141 18,2 62.5

AGREE 1. 408 28.2 28.2 90.7

STRONSLY AGOER 2. 13s 9.8 9.5  100.0

MONRESPONS1VE -9 1 0.1  MISSING  100.0

TOTAL 1649 1a0.0  1e0.0 )

nEAR ~0.122 wEDIAN ~0.333

VALID CASES 1440 NISSING CASES 1




;’ TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade
. ‘ VARBIS  TYPICAL WOKK WESK IS TGO LONG
RELATIVE  ADJUSTED  Ccum
: ABSOLUTE  Figr FREQ FREQ
CATEGIRY LASEL CODE  FReQ (>cry CPCTY  (PETH
1 STRONGLY OISAGREE -2, 6 3.2 3.2 3.2
ig OISAGREE ~1. Ss1 5941 30.1 33.2
1 UNOECIUED c. 69 2646 26.5 59.8
- AGREE 1. 476 2r.9 27.0 fo.7
y. STRONGLY AGREE 2. 234 13.3 13.3 1MoL
| TOTAL 1756 1000 ieece
NEAN 9.179 YEDIAN 0.131
VALID CASES 1746 MISSING CASES 0
i .
Field grade

VARS?S TYPICAL WORK WEEK 1S TOO LONG
RELATIVE  ADJUSTED cum

. ABSOLYTE FYEQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CO0E FREQ (P tPeT) (PCT)Y
STRONGLY CISAGREE -2. 118 8.1 a.t 8.1
OIS8GREE -1. 568 39.2 39.2 4744
UNDECI DEL 0. 322 22.2 22.2 §9.6
AGREE 1. 298 20.6 20.6 90.2
STRONGLY AGREE 2. 142 9.9 9.9 100.0
NCNRESFONS Ive -9. t 0.1 MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 1449 1;o.o no;:;‘

* MEAN ~0.153 MED IAN -0.382

VALRD CASES 1448 NISSING CASES 1

1 C-107
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Company grade
VARQ7S

‘CATBGORY LAIEL
STRONGLY DISAGREE
Ol 3AGREE
UNDECIDED

AGREE

STRONGLY AGREE

NEAN . 0. 344
VALID CASES 1768

Field grade

VARD7 6

CATEGORY LA3EL
STRONGLY DISAGREE
DISAGREE
UNDECIDED

AGREE

STRONGLY AGREE

NEAN ~0.527
VALIO CASES 1449

CURRENT 403 IS AQRING

CURRENT J33 IS IORING

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

RELATLVE
ABSOLYUTE  FREQ
CODE  FREQ )
-2, 322 18.2
- ~l. 699 39.6
0. 239 13.0
1. 2 165
2. 221 12.5
TotaL 1766 100,
MED TAN ~0.697
MISSING CASES o
RELATIVE
ABSIUTE  FIE2
CODE  FREQ (Pcr)
-2. 812 28.4
1. 516 3545
. 115 7.9
1. 23s 16.7
2. 171 11.9
TaQrAL -;;;;- ;;;:;-
MEQTAN ~0.994
MISSING CASES 0
c-108

ADJUSTED
FaEQ
(PCT)
18.2
39.6
13.0
16.5

12.5

190.)

ADJUSTED
FRC3
(PCT)
20,4
35.5

7.9
16.2
11.8

100.0

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
18.2
57.3
’o.u
87.5

100.0

Cum
FREQ
(PCT)
Zd.b
640
72.9

88,2

100.0




TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

;?ﬁ . VAROT? RESIGNATION wOULC IMPROVE QUAL NF LIFE
i : RELATIVE  ADJUSTED cun
ABSOLUTE FRED FREQ FRFQ

(PCT)
2.7

(PCT)
z.’

(4]
=2a

FREQ
48

CATEGIRY LAJEL
STRONGLY CISAGREE

=1. 239 13.5 13.5

OISAGREE

O« 3487 21.? 21.9

UNDECIVED

588 39.) 390

AGREE 1.

STRONGLY AGREE

2. 403 22.3 22,8

KISSING

100.)

1

1766

0.1

100.9

-9.

NONRE 3PONSIVE

TOTAL

0.657 MEDIAN 0.803

HEAN
VALID CASES

17485 MISSING CASES 1

Field grade

RESIGNATIIN WOULD IMPROVE QUAL OF LIFE

VARO!?

RELATIVE  ADJUSTED cun
ABSCOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LAJEL CaoE FREQ (*cTy (PCT) (PCT)

2. 91 be3 hel

STRONGLY D1SAGREE

23.7 23.8

1.

O SAGREE
UNIECTOED 0. 3a1 23.5 23.6 53.7

AGREE te 438 33.7 33.7 7.4

2e 12.6 12.6

STRONGLY AGREE

NONRE SPONSIVE -9. 0.2 NISSING

3 - W _-e e eoa o - - e

TOTAL 199.93 190.9¢

h NEAN 0.223% MEDIAN 04343

YALID CASES 1448 MISSING CASES




rup -

Company grade
VARQ? &

CATEGORY LAdEL
STRONSLY CISAGREE
OISAGREE
UNDBC10OED

AGREE

STROAGLY AGREE

MEAN ~0.104
VALID CASES 1766

Field grade

VARO} 8

CATEGANY LAEL
STRONGLY Q1SAGREE
DISAGREE
UNDECIDED

ASREE

STRONGLY AGREE

NONRESPONS)VE

HEAR 0.133
VALED CASES 1448

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

CaonE
=2«
-t

0.
le
2e

TOTAL

MEDIAN

ASSOLUITE
FREQ

140
563
467
533

63

1766

=0.1195

MISSING CASES

COOE
=24
st

.
1.
2.
28

TOTAL

MEO I AN

ABSOLUTE
FREQ

9
3185
309
586

89

1

1449

9

0.341

MISSING CASES

C-110

1

USHMZ IS AT LEAST AS (000 AS cXPECTIEC

RELATIVE
Faf)
PCT)

7.7

USHZ IS AT LEAST AS 500D AS EXPFCTED

SELATIVE
FRZQ
Pen)

3.3
26.6
21.3
0.4

6.1

0.t

130.9

ADJUSTED
FRED
(PCT)

Te?
.7
26.4
30.2

3.6

100.9

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

5.5
26.6
21.3
40,5

6.1

MISSING

100.9

TR A e S 4 DD
Y e

cum
FPFQ

Per)
Ted

319.8
66.3
96+ 4

130.0

cumN
FREQ
PeT)
5.5
32.0
53.4
93.9
100.0

100.90




e TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VARD?Y SPOUSE IS GLAD [*M A MARINE
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cumM

ABSOLUTE  FR2Q FREQ FRC9
CATEGORY LASEL CODE  FREQ ©n (PCT) (PCTY
STRONGLY D} SAGREE -2. 214 12.1 12.6 12.6
DISAGREE “1e 363 23.6 21.3 33.9
UNDECIDED 0. 608 .6 35.7 69.6
AGREE 1. o1 266 25.3 96.9
STRONGLY AGREE 2. 36 o9 Set 150.0
NONRESPONSIVE -9, 64 3.6 MI3SING  109.0
TeraL 176 100.9 1eo.a
MEAN -0.110 MEDIAN ~0.049
- VALID CASES 1702 MISSING CASES 64

Field grade

VAROY? ? SPOUSE IS GLAD 1°M A MARINE
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cun

ABSOLUTE FREQ FRED FREQ
CATEGORY LA3EL cODE FREQ (PCi) (PCT) tPCT)
STRANGLY CISAGREE -2. 1357 9.5 9.5 9.5
DISAGALE -1. 214 18.9 19.1 28.6
UNDECI BF. D 0. 578 251 26.3 She?

4 AGREE 1. 502 36,6 34.9 89.8

] STRONGLY AGREE 2. w7 10.1 10.2 100.0

g NCNRESPONSIVE ~9. 11 0.9 MISSING  100.9

f TOTAL 1449 100.0 100.0

|

; . NEAN g.172 NEOIAN 0.31%

| VALID CASES 1438 MISSING CASES 1t

c~-111




Company grade

]
£

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARG30 THE JSMC STAKES CARE OF I7S DWN®"

CATEGORY LAJEL
STRONGLY DI 3AGREE
DI SAGREE
UNDECIVED

AGREE

STRONGLY AGREE
NONRESPONSIVE

MEAN =0.654

VALID CASES 1764

Field grade

coce
~de
“le
Q.
le
2a
-9,

TOTAL

MEOTIAN

MISSING CASES

VARDED THE USMC *"TAKES CARE OF ITS OWN"

CATEGORY LABEL
STRONGLY DISAGREE
DISAGREE
UNDECIDED

AGREE

STRONGLY AGREE
NOKRESPONSIVE

FEAN «C.305
VALRD CASES 148

od1]:]2
=2
e
0.
2.
-9

TOTAL

MEDIAN

RELATIVE
ASSOLUTE FEQ
FREQ ©en
338 22.5
579 38,4
403 22.8
264 16.9
20 1.1,
2 0.t
1766 ;oc.s_
-0.787
2
RELATIVE
ASSOLUTE  FRED
FREQ CPCT)
194 136
Ass 35.7
365 25.2
368 25.4
33 2.5
t 0.1
Tl 100w
-0.385

MISSING CASES

C~112

1

ADJUSTED
FREQ
wcT)
22.6
38.3
22.8

15.0
1.1
MISSIV3

cscven

100.3

ADJUSTED
FRED
CPCT)
13.4
33.7
25.2
25.4

2.3

MISSING

L T ¥

100.0

Cun
FREQ
PeT)
22.6
6t.1
83.9
98.9

100.0

109.9

Cum
FREQ
(PCT)
13.4
s7.1
72.3
”.’

100.9

100.0

R e



Company grade

- VARQd1L

CATRGIORY LA3EL
STRONGLY LISAGREE
QI SAUREE
UNQBCIDED

AGREE

STRONGLY AGREE

AiadiRa, ~ L et

NCNRZ SPONSIVE
. NEAN €. 352
F VALID CASES 1765
?
I,
Field grade
:'.
f vARRSL

CATEGORY LAJEL
STRONGLY OJSAGREE
01 SAGREE
UNQECTOED

AGREE

3 STRONGLY AGIEF

NONRE SPONSIVE
' HEAN 0. 560
YALSD CASES 1448

copte
2.
~1l.
0.
2.
24
%

TOTAL

MEDIAN
MI3SING

CoDE
~2.
“le

0.
1.
2.
9%

TATAL

MEDIAN

MISSING

RELATIVE
ABSILUYE FRCl
FREQ °CT)
102 6e1
396 22.4
279 15.3
[£13 blab
251 162
t D.1
“ires to0an
0.636
CASES 1

USMC NA-NFQO §S A TRUE "PROFESSIONAL®

RELATIVE
ABSOLYTE FRER
FREQ (PCr)
&l 2.3
2635 14.3
200 13.%
T26 50.1
216 18,9
1 0.1
e seea
0.200
CASES 1

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

USHC NA=NFO 1S A TRUE T PROFESSICNAL®™

ADJYSTED
FRED
(PCT)

61
22.4
15.8
Al.6
14,2

NISSING

veaon-

1na.g

ADJUSTED
FREQ
tPCr)

2.8
18,3
13.9
3n.1

14.9

MISSING

t1ad0.9

L
FR¥ O
(PCY)

6.1
28.6
&40

85.8

190.9

192.0

cun
FREQ
(PCT)

2.8
21.1

3449

85.1
180.0
100.0




Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARQS2 CHAIN OF CuD 1S RESPUNSYIVE TD NEEDS

CATEGORY LABEL
STRONGLY CISAGREE
OISAGREE
UNDECIDED
AGREE

‘STRDNGLY AGREE

MEAN 0. 254
VALRD CASES 1766

Field grade

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ASSILUTE  FRE2 FREQ
,COPE  FREQ ¢ar) Pcr)
=2a 1514 8.9 8.9
-1. 303 17.2 17.2
0. 393 22.3 22.3
1. 761 43.1 8301
2. 152 3.8 8.6
TOTAL 1766 100.9 100.0
MEDTAN 0.539
MISSING CASES s

VAROS82 CHAIN CF CMD 1S RESPONSIVE TD NEEDS

CATEGORY LADEL
STRONGLY DISAGREE
OI SAGREE
UNDECIDED

AGREE

STRBNGLy AGREE
NONRESPONSIVE

HEAS _0.392

VALID CASES 1448

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE FI29 FREQ
CODE FREQ 2N (PCI)
2« 78 Seb Seb
=le 228 15.7 15.7
[ 334 22.8 22.9
1. 671 46.3 46.3
2. 140 9.7 9.7
“9. 1 0.1 MISSING
voTAL 1449 19000 10003
MEOIAN 0.630
MISSING CASES 1

cum
FREQ
(PCcT)
8.9
26 .9
4343
9.4

t00.0

cCuv
FREQ
(PCT)
s.‘
21.1
)
2.3
100.0

100.0




WM-Q.‘;‘:,..-,,'.,M_,N‘ e .

» TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)
, .
. Company grade
! - VARDS3 SHORTEN WORK WEEX TO0 REDUCE ATTRITION
: : RFLATIVE  ADJUSTED cuy
‘ ABSOLYTE FHER FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL cooE FREQ PCr) PCT) PCT)
STRONGLY DISASREE -2. 180 10.2? 10.2 10.2
A 01 SAGREE -1 605 34,3 Shek TV 3
s UNDECIDED 2. 438 26.8 24,9 69.5
’ AGREE 1. 420 23.8 23.9 93.4
L STRONGLY AGREE 2. 116 6.5 6.6  109.0
‘ NONBESPONSIVE -3 7 8.4 MISSING  100.0
roTaL 1766 1e0.8 190.0
\
: MEAN -0.178 MEDIAN -0,286
YALID CASES 1759 MISSING CASES 7

Field grade

VARGSS SHORTEN WIRY WEEK TO REDUCE AVIRITION
RELATIVE  ADJUSTED cum
ABSCLYUTE FRED FRED FRFQ
CATEGORY LA3EL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PLyY) (PCY)
STRONGLY CISAGREE “2. 148 19.2 10.3 10.3
DISAGREE -1, 510 35.2 35.5 45.7
UNDECIDED G. 396 2r.3 271.5 73.1
AGREE 1. 308 2t.3 21.4 94.5
STAQNGLY AGREE 2. 79 545 Se5 100.0
NONRESPONS 1VE -9. .8 0.6 MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 1449 103.0 ;;;.a
: nEAN -0.236 MEDTAN ~0.342
VALID CASES  “1as1 n1SSING CASES 8
c~115




' » TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

VARDSA PERCEPTICN OF AUGMENT CHANCES [USMCR] .
. RELATIVE  ADJUSTED Cum

ABSOLUTE  FRE3 FREQ FREQ
CATEGURY LA3EL CODE  FREQ (cn) (PCTY  (PCT)
GOOB-AND ACCET 0. 196 111 33.5 33.5
6000=BUT CECLINE 1. 207 1.7 35.4 68.9
POOR=3UT ACCEPT 2. 104 5.9 17.8 5.7
PACR-AND DECLINE 3. 32 1.8 5.5 92.1
WILL NGT APPLY . s6 2.5 7.9  100.0
NONRE SPONS1VE -9. 1181 66.7  MISSING  100.0
TorAL 1766 100.0 100.0
] NEAN 1.138 MECTAN 6.966 .
VALID CASES 585 MISSING CASES 1181
Field grade
VAROBS  PERCEPTION OF AUGMENT CHANCES LUSMCR]
: RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUM
ABSOLUTE  FRED FREQ FREQ
CATEGIRY LA3EL CODE  FREQ CPCF) (PCT)  (PCTY
GCGD=AND ACCEPT a. ’ 0.5 12.5 12.5
6000-3UT DECLINE 1. s 0.3 8.9 21.4
POOR-3UT ACCE>T 2. 15 1.0 26.8 8.2
PGGR=ANC CECL INE 3. 3 0.2 5.4 S3.6
WILL NOT APSLY 4. 26 1.9 46.%  100.0
NONRESPONS 1VE -9. 1393 9.1  MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 1669 100.3  100.3
REAN 2.603 MEDTAN 2.033
VALID CASES *s6 MISSING CASES 1393

Cc-116




Company grade

VARDSS

CATEGORY LA3EL
¥S INDUCES RESIG
ENDMCES RESIG
NONE-UNCERTAIN
INDUCES RETEN

¥3 [NJUCES RETEN

NINRE SPONSIVE

MEAN 0. 087

VALID CASES 681
Field grade

VARQAS

CATEGIRY LAREL
¥3 INJUCES RESIG
INOUCZ S RESIG
NONE“UNCERTAIN
INDUCES RETEN

¥S INJULES RETEN
NONRESPONSIVE

MEAN 9.076

VALLID CASES 132

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

AFFECT COF AUGMENT CHANKCES ON INTENT ()

RELATIVE
ABS0LUTE FRED
CO0E FREQ (PCT)
2. 32 1.3
“le 94 5.3
0. 348 22.0
1. 117 5.6
2e 50 2.8
-9, 1985 bl &
TCTAL 1760 10;:3-
KZDTAN 0.053
MISSING CASES 1085

AFFECT OF AUGMENT CHANCES ON INTENT [2)

SFLATLYE
A3SOLUTE FREY

CODE TREQ (P21
-2, ? 2.5
-1. 22 1.5
0. 70 4.8
1. 20 1.4
2. 13 0.9
-9. 1517 90.9
TQTAL 1449 100.9

MEDIAN 0.029

MISSING CASES 1317

ADJUSTED
F2EQ
(PCT)

b7
13.8

57.0

ADJUSTEQ
FRED
(PCT)

S.3
16.7
53
15.2

9.9

NYSSING

100.0

Cuv
FREQ
(PCT)

“.'
13.5
75‘5
92‘,

190.0

100.0

cuw
FREQ
(PCT)

5.3
22.0
7S .09
90.2

100.90

110.0




B S -

Company grade

VARQGS6

CATEGORY LASEL
VS INJUCES RESIG
INCUCES RESIG
NONE-UNCERTAIN
LMDUCES RETEN
¥S INDUCES RETEN

NONRESPONSIYE

MEAN =0.512

VALI) CASES L7160

Field grade

VARO36 AFFECT OF

CATEGORY LA3EL
VS INDUCES RES1G
INDUCES RESIG
NONE<-UNCERTAIN
INOUCES RETEN

VS INDUCTES RETEN
NONRESPONSIVE

NEAN ~0.248

VALID CASES 1439

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

AFFECT OF TR ME-TN-GRADE ROMTS ON TANTENC

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE  FRED
CODE  FREQ (PST)
-2. 1771 - 9.7
1. 696 39.4
0. 12 21 S I /
1. 107 6.1
2. 15 0.8
-9. 6 0.3
TOTAL 1766 100.3
MEDIAN =0.483
VIS SING CASES 3

TYME=IN=GRADE RCMTS ON INTENT

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FREQ

CO0E FREQ (°CT)
2. 86 5.9
1. 399 27 .5
0. A20 5645
| 112 Te7
2e 22 1.5
-9, 19 9.7
TOTAL L449 100.0

MEDIAN -09.214

MISSING CASES 10

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

9.7
39.5
3.8

6.t

%.9

MISSING

100.)

ADJUSTED
FREQ
°Cn)

6.0
R18%4
57.9
7.8
1.5

MISSING

100.0

cum
FREQ
PCT)Y
9.7
93.1
99.1
109.0

100-0

cun
FREQ
(PCT)

6.0

33.7

9.7

98.5 !
100.0 '

190.0 |




T

Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARQSS CURRENT ASL? I3 ADEQUATE

CATEGORY LASEL

STRONGLY CISAGAEE

DISAGREE ~
UNDECIDED
AGREE

STRONSLY AGREE
NONRE S PONS 1 VE

NEAN ~0.993

VALID CASES 1763

Field grade

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FREQ
CoDE FREQ PeT)
2. r22 4n.9
“1a 620 35.1
(28 156 3.8
la 216 12.2
2e 49 248
9. 3 0.2
TOTAL 1766 1002
MEDIAN ~1.243
MLISSING CASES 3

VARO&S CURRENT ACIP 15 AQCEQUATE

CATEGORY LASEL
STRONGLY DI3AGREE
QL SAGREFE

UNOECL OED

AGAEE

STRONGLY AGREE
ACNRESPONSIVE

AEAN ~0.941

VALID CASES 1445

RELATIVE
A3SOLUTE FRED
CODE fFREQ N
~2. 571 39.4
~le 517 35 .7
0. 105 7.2
1. 205 16t
2e a7 3.2
D) L} 0.3
TavAL .lh:9‘ 190.9
MEQIAN -1.207
MISSING CASES L}

C-119

el sATEE

ACJUSTED cUM

FRZD FREQ
(PCT)  (PCT)Y
6109 1.9
35.2 76.1
8.3 85.0
12.3 9.2

2.9 100,90

MISSING 100.0

coweas

130.3

ADJIUSTED cuw
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCTY

39.5 39.5
35.8 75.3
7.3 - 8246
14.2 9.7

3.3 100.0
NISSING 170.0

109.09
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 » TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Company grade

. VAROS? SHAG 8 EA) ARE POSITIVE INCENT IVES

2l RELATIVE  ADJUSTED cun

' CATEGORY LASEL cooe | FREQ L ity (hely  crets

9 STRONGLY CISAGREE -2. 237 16.3 16.3 16.3

:i DISAGREE “1. 583 33.0 1 T 'Y WY

‘;. UNDECIUED 0. 507 - 28.7 268.8 78.2

' AGREE 1. 336 19.9 19.1 97.3
STRONGLY AGREE 2. o7 2.7 2.7 100.0

' NONRE SPONS IVE -9. 3 0.3 WISSING 100.0

; TOTAL 1765 100.3  109.3

' NEAN ~0.413 WED 1AN -0.430 )
VALID CASES 1760 MISSING CASES 5

1 Field grade

VARGS? SWAG & EAD ARE POSITIVE INCENTIVES
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LAJEL CODE FREQ cT) (PCT) (PCT)
STRONGLY DISAGREE -2, 103 .t 7.1 T
DISAGREE 1. 358 6.7 24.8 31.9
UNDECIDEL 0. 436 s0.1 39.2 T62.2
AGREE ‘ 1. 493 3640 34,2 96.3
STRONGLY AGREE 2. 53 3.7 3.7 100.0
NONRES PONSIVE -9. s 0.6 MISSING  100.0

TOTAL 1689 100.0  100.0
NEAN 0.024 NEDIAN 0.097
VALIO CASES 1443 MISSING CASES .

c-120




Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARQS 9 REDUCE OPTEMPO TC REQUCE ATTRITIOW

CATBGARY LA3EL
STRONGLY O0I135AGREE
OISAGREE
UNDECIDED

AGREE

STRONGLY AGREE

NONRESPONSIVE
MEAN ~0.239
- YALED CASES 1751
Field grade

VARG3? REQUCE OPTEMPQ TO REDUCE ATTRITION

CATEGORY La3gL
STRANGLY OLSAGREE
DISAGREE
UNDECIDED

AGREE

STRONGLY AGREE
NONRESPONSIVE

« REAM 0.294
VALID CASES ° 1447

et

RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FREQ
caof £l Pr)
2. 349 19.7
“l. 502 31.9
s 235 13.3
le 394 22.3
2a 222 12.6
-9 5 3.3
oL 17es 109.5
MED] AN ~0.552
MISSING TASES S

RELATIVE
ABSHLUTE FREQ
Ccaog FREQ (?C1)
2. 136 b
“1l. 333 26.8
0. 154 10.6
le A53 31.3
2e 316 21.19
9. 2 .1
TaraL 1449 109.9
NEDTAN 0.600
MISSING CASES 2

c-121

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCTY
19.8
3.9
13.3
‘ZZ-i
12.5
nISSING

CX L T

100.0

ADJUSTED
FReD
(PCT)

9.4
26.8
10.6%
3.3
21.8

MISSING

EX T 22 Y

100.9

CuM
FREQ
(PCTY
t9.8
St.7
65.9
87.4

1093.9
100.0

cum
FREQ

(PCT)
9.‘
36.2
86.9
78.2
100.0

100.0




:' Company grade

VARSI

CATEGORY LAJEL

STRANGLY DISAGREE
* ODISAGREE

UNOGBCIDEC

AGREE

STRONGLY AGREE

NONRES PONSIVE
MEAN %.821
VALIOD CASES 1762

Field grade

YARD90O

CATEGORY LABEL
STRONGLY DISAGREE
DISAGREE
UNQECIQED

3 AGREE

STRONGLY AGREE
NONRESPONSIVE

" MEAN 0.792

VALED CASES 1447

6-M0 OEP 1S GOOD

cooE
2.
1.
0.
1.
2e
“9.

TOTAL

MEDIAN

MISSING

CODE
2.
“le

0.
Y
2.
“9.

TOTAL

MEDIAN

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

6-M0 OEP IS GGUU ALT 10 12=4Q UNACC TIWR

RELATIVE

ABSOLUTE FRZQ

FREQ «°rn

163 9.2

176 10.0

155 3.9

5e7 33.2

6et 33.5

L} 9.2

1706 100.9
1.159
CASES 4

ABSOLUTE
FREQ

130
155
133
&7
532

2

1449

Le115

MISSING CASES

Cc-122

2

ALT TO 12-%0 UNACC TIWR

RELATIVE
FRED
e

s‘.s
35.7

0.1

1900.9

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

9.3
10.0
3.8
33.3
8.6

MIS3ING

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

9.9
10.7
9.2
‘34e3
36.8

MISSING

190.9

cum
FRFQ
(PZ0)
9.3
19.2
28.0
61.4
100.9

100.3

Cuu
FREQ
(PCT)

9.0
197
28.9
63.2

10%.0

100.9

BB




Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARO91 ONS 12=WC CEP 1S PREF TC Twd 6-M0 0€°35

CATEGORY LA3EL
STRONGLY DISAGREE
DISAGREE
UNGECIOEG

AGREE

STRONGLY AGREE

NONRES PONSIVE

NEAN “Q.59%%

VALID CASES 1762

Field grade

RFLATYVE
ABSOLUTE FREQ
cooE FREQ «“n
2. 510 239
=l. 589 39.0
. 299 11.3
le 221 12.5
2e 133 7.5
bl L} 2.2
TOTAL 1766 :00.0
MEDIAN ~0.962
MISSING CASES &

VARO?1 ONE 12=M0 DCP 1S PRFF 10 T 6-=NC 2E°S

CATEGORY LA3EL
STRONGLY DISAGREE

DISWGREE
UNECTOET
AGREE

STRONGLY AGREE
NOARESPONSIVE

HEAN ~0.619

VALID CASES 1446

RELATIVSD

ABSOLUTE FREQ

CnCE FREQ [GEAS)

=2 395 27.3

“le 571 39.4

0. 145 1%.0

l. 204 6.1

2« 131 9.0

“% 3 .2

T0TAL 1449 100.0
MEDIAN ~0.926
M1SSING CASES 3

c-123

ADIUSTED cum
FRED FREQ
(°CT) PCT)

28.9 23.9 !
39.1 58.0 :
11.9 79.9
12.5 92.5

7.5 100.0

uIssiu; 102.9

100.0

ADJYSTED cun
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)

27.3 21.3
39.5 66.8
10.0 76.8
14.1 90.9

9.1 100.0
MISSING 100.0

100.0
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TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

Companx grade

VAR®»2 UNIT OEPLIYMENT RECUCES aATTRITION
RFLATIVS  adJusTED Cun

ASSALUTZ  Farg FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY ta3EL COCE  fFAfa ©cT) (PCTY  cPamy
STRONGLY DISAGREE -2, 184 10.4 10.4 10.4
OISAGREE “1a 321 14.2 18.2 28.6
UNDECTDED 9. 3 25.1 2s5.1 $5.7
AGREE 1. 623 35.3 35.3 9.1
STRONGLY AGREE Za 193 10,9 10,9 100,90
NONRES PONS I VE -9. 2 2.1 NISSING  100.9

TOTAL 1766 103.0 100.9

NEAN 9.131 MED T AN 8.351
VALIO CASES 1764 MISSING CASES 2

Field grade

VARD92 UNIT OEPLIYMENT REDUCES ATTRITION
RELATIVE  aDJyustED Cun

ABSOLUTE  frpa FREQ FREQ ;

CATEGORY LAggL CO0E  FRea (Pcr) (PCT) PCT)H ~
STRONGLY DISAGREE -2. 129 8.8 8.9 .9
DI SAGREE ~1. 263 18.2 18.2 27.1

UKRDRCIOED 0. 307 21,2 21.2 48.3 :

AGREE 1. et 7.3 37.4 85.7 :

STRONGLY AgRer 2. 206 16.2 16.3 100.0 E

NCNRESPONS Ive -9, ‘ 9.3 RISSING  100.0 T

O tees teene et .

i

NEAN 0.390 MEDIAN . 04545 2

VALED CASES  144s MISSING CASES .

C-124




Company grade

YAROSS

PY3L IC VIZd CF PSES

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

JGE OF NA-NFD

RELATIVE  ADJUSTED cum
ABSOLUTE FR2 FReQ FRFQ
CATEGORY LAJEL CODE FREQ (PIT) (PCT) *er)
LCd -2. ) 2.8 2.8 2.8
BELOW AVE -1. 219 12.6 12,4 15.2
! AVERAGE 0. 420 23.9 23.2 39.0
ABOVE AVE 1. 231 s7.1, 4.2 £6.2
d1GH 2. 243 13.9 13.3 100.0
NONRE SPONSIVE -9. 4 n.2 M135IN:  190.0
TOTAL 1756 1;;.3- 133:;.
MEAN 0.568 MZD1AN 0.732
) VALID CASES 1752 M1 55ING CASES s
Field grade .
VAROYS PUBLIC VIEN CF PHESTIGE CF NA=NFC
RELATIVE AQJUSTED CU%v
AR SOLYTE FRE) FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LA3EL COdE FREQ (P.0) PcT) (PCT)
LCH -2, 49 3.4 LI 3.4
) 3ELON AVE -1. 193 13.3 13.4 16.3
AVERAGE 0. 306 2.1 21.2 38.0
ABCYE AVE 1. 627 457 46.9 35.0
HIGH 2. 217 15.0 15.0 102.0
NONRE 3PONS IVE -9. 7 0.5 MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 1649 139.9 100:0
’ HEAN 0.569 HEQTAN 0.756
VALT) CASES 1442 ®ISSING CASES ’

C-125




Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

VARG QuN VIEW OF PRESTIGE OF NA=NFO

CATEGORY LA3EL

LOow

BELON AVE
AVERAGE
ADOSE AVE
HI1GH

NONRE SPONSIVC

REAN

YALID CASES

Field grade

VARG?% = OWN VIEW IF PRESTIGE OF NA=NFOD

CATEGORY LAJEL

LQOu

JELOW AVE
AVERAGE

ABOME AVE
HIGH

NONRE SPONSIVE

NEAN
VALIO CASES

RELATIVE
A3ISQLUTE FREQ
Coo€ FREQ LT
2. 24 1.4
e 34 o8
0. 350 o 19.3
1. 833 &7 .2
2. 467 24
Y. 3 0.5
TOTAL 1766 100.)3
MEDIAN 1.005
MISSING CASES 3
RELATIVE
ABSOLUTE FIz3
CO0E FREQ (PCT )
-2e 11 0.3
=1. 46 3.2
0. 216 16 .9
1. 670 46.2
2. a97 56.3
9. 9 0.6
ot tess 1000
MED LAN 1.167
MISSING CASES 9

C-126

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

1.4
48
19.9
&T.4
255

MISSING

100.9

AQJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

0.3
3.2
15.0
6.5
34.5

MISSING

100.)

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
1.4
6el
zb.‘
T3.4
100.0

100.0

cumM
FREQ
(PCT)
J.8
4.0
19.0
65,5
100.0

100,0

P —— s =

I3
|
i

T
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Company grade

VAR®YS

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

CURIENT ATTI TUDE YOWARD usuC

RELATEVE  ADJUSTED  CUM
ABSOLUTE  FRE3 FREQ FRFQ
CATEGORY LABEL CO0E  FREQ PCr) (PCTY  €PCT)
VERY. UNFAVCRASBLE -2, 75 6.2 4.3 4.3
. UNFAVORABLE “1e 215 15.6 15.8 20.0
NEUTRAL 0. 285 16.1 AIS.S 36.4
FAVORASLE 1. 814 46.1 46.6 8d.0
VERY FAVORASLE 2. 237 15.9 17.0 100.0
NONRE S PONSIVE ~9. 20 1.1 MISSING  100.0
ToTAL 1766 100.0 100,
] HEAN 0.563 MED 1AW 0.792
VALID CASES 1746 MISSING CASES 20
Field grade
VARG?S CURRENT ATTI TUDE TOWARD USNC
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cun
A8SOLUTE FRED FRE2 FREQ
CATEGIRY LASEL CO0E  FREQ P PCTy  (PCP)
VERE UNFAYORABLE -2. 17 1.2 1.2 1.2
UNFAVORABLE -1. 108 7.5 7.6 8.9
NEUTRAL 0. 128 8.8 9.0 17.8
FAVORABLE 1. 708 8.9 9.3 67.5 !
VER® FAVORAIJLE 2. 462 31.9 3245 100.0
NONRESPONS1VE ~9. 26 1.3 WMISSING  100.0
oL 1aes 100 10000
) nEAR 1.087 MEO 1AN 1.148
VALID CASES 1423 MISSING CASES 26
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Company grade

TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

NARRATIVE CINMENT SHEETS SUBMITTED

CATEGORY LAJEL

" KG CINNENT

CORMENT

HEAN ~4e296
¥ALID CASES 1766

Field grade

P

P

AZSNUTE
COoE FREQ
hd 2 %3
Ca 923
roraL 178
HIDEAN “4.110
MESSING CASES 9

NARRATIVE COMMENT SHEETS SUBMITTED

CATEGORY LAREL
NO COMMENT
CCRUENT

NEAN ~4.9138
VALRO CASES 1669

£ v

RELATIVE
FI2
PCr)

A7.7

52.3

LTy A X

100.9

RELATI VE
A930LUTE FREQ
COOE FREQ (et

b 2 795 56 o9

0. 654 45.1

TOTAL 1649 100.0
NEDQIAN ~5.298
MISSING CASES 0

c-128

ADJUSYED
FREDQ
(PCY)

~,.'

52,3

T T T

100.9

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

5h.9
5.1

ceacn=a

100.90

Sum
FREQ
(PCT)
7.7

100.9

Cun
FREQ
(PCT)
56.9

100.0
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TABLE C-1 (CONT'D)

4 Company grade
b WEEK RESPONSE SUBMITTED
: : RFLATIVE ACJUSTED
ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LASEL CODE  FRIQ (2cr) cPcT)
FIRST WEEK 0. 42 2.6 2.4
SECOND WEEX 1. 355 20.1 20.1
THIRD WEEK 2. 429 24.2 28,2
FOURTH NEEK 3. 356 20.2 20.2
FIFSH WEEK 4 165 7.3 9.3
GTHER 8. 420 23.9 23.8
TOTAL 1766 1000 100.0
NEAN 3.557 KZOIAN 2.663
VALPD CASES 1756 MISSING CASES 0

Field grade
i MEEK RESPONSE SUBNITTED
RELATIVE AOJUSTED
, ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ
, CATEGORY LASEL CODE  FAREQ (>cT) (PCTY
} FIRST WEEK 0. 1 0.1 0.1
? SECOND WEEK 1. 313 21.5 21.6
THIRD WEEK 2. se2 76 7.4
FOURTH WEEK 3 328 22.5 22.6
FIFTH WEEK .. 100 6.9 6.9
OTHER 0. 165 11.4 11.4
TOTAL 1669 100.0  100.0
. NEAN 2.830 PEDTAN 2.257
VALTO CASES 1449 NISSING CASES 0
c-129

cun
FREQ
PCcY)

2ok
22.5

46.7

66.9

76 .2

100.0

cum
FREQ

(§42 ]

0.1

21.7
‘S9%.1
8tl.7

100.0
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TABLE C-2

TS S T
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.

TABULATION OF RESPONSES OF
SEPARATED PILOTS AND NFOs

-

VARDOL RANK

.,1Fﬁ'mvwﬂywv‘

RELATIVE ADJUSTED cuvy

CATEGORY LABEL coor PREST  Gheh (ot chem
* 1sT LY 1. 5 Se6 5.6 5.6
+3 caPY 2. 78 8746 87.6 9343
MAJOR 3. 6 6o 7 6.7 10040
. oML 89 1990 19903
? MEAN 2.011 NEDIAN 2,006
VALID CASES 89 PISSING CASES n
p
VARIO2  PRIMARY w0S (1] : -
RELATIVE ADJUSTED  Cuw
ABSCLUTE FREQ FOEQ FREQ b
CATEGORY LABSEL CODE FEREC (PCT) (PCT) (PCT) E 1
i 7500-01 0. 14 15.7 1549 15.9 L
7508 1. . &5 &S 29.5 v 3
‘ ' 7510-11 2. ] Se 6 S.7 26.1 ‘
752022 1. 14 15.7 15.9 42.0
7549=45 " 2 2.2 2.3 a4e3
7530-57 s. s 5.6 S.7 50.0 N
b 756065 6o 26 29.2 29.5 79.5 ]
7575-76 7. . ' s B4ad "
7581-88 OR 9907 s. 14 15.7 15.9  100.0 3
NONRE SPONSIVE -9, t 1.1 NISSING 100.0
Tt 85 100.0  100.0 :
MEAN 4375 MEDT AN 54590
VALID CASES e MISSING CASES 1 )

c-130




TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

e b

VARY43 PRAInARY nQs [2)

1 RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cum
| - ABSOLUTE FFEQ FREZQ FREQ
;! CATEGORY LABEL coog FREQ (PCT) (PCTY (PCTY
¥ 75€0=76» 759798 0. 69 77.5 81.2 81.2

7581 1. 1 1.1 1.2 82.4

1382 2o 3 54 3.5 85.7

W

7583 3. 5.6 Se9 91.8

7584 be 1.1 1.2 92.9

S.6 5.9 98.3

pr 7587 7.

R

7588 8. 1.1 1.2 19%.9

NONRESPONSI VE =9 L} 45 n1SSING 100.0

cvacses cwesse oo ans

TOTAL 89 19%.9 199.9

MEAN - 0.812 HEDI AN 0.116
PISSING CASES U

YALID CASES

VARDO4 MARITAL STATUS

RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cuy
ABsCLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ '
CATEGORY LABEL ccos FFEQ PCY) (PCYT) (PCT)Y ]

SINGLE Q. 13 lbeb 1406 14e6

MARRIED 9 69 77.5 775 9201

DIVORCED 2. . 45 45 9646

SEPARATED 3. 3 3.4 34 100.0

cwesecs coaees X TR L T

TOTAL 89 100.0 100.0

NEAN 0.966 MEDIAN D957

YALID CASES 1] NISSING CASES 0
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- TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

i VAROOS NUPBER OF DEPENDENTS
3 RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum .
L, ABSCLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ -
3 CATEGORY LABEL C00E FPEQ (PCT) (PCT)Y (PCT)Y 1
?J NONE 0 16 18.0 18.9 18.%
1 ONE 1. 17 19 19.1 371
: w0 2. 17 191 19.1 5642
p THREE 3. 29 32.6 3246 88.8
§ FOUR ‘e . 9.0 9.0 97.8
£ FIVE Se 1 1.1 1.1 99,9 F
5 Sty 6e 1 1.1 1.1 1999
TatL 85 100.0  100.0
NEAN 2.934 WEDI AN 2.176
VALID CASES 89 MISSING CASES 0 v

VAROCOG SOURCE OF COMMSSION

RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUw :

ABSCLUTE  FREQ FREQ  FREQ :
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FFREQ (PCTY  (PCT)  CPCT) :
SERVICE ACACEMY 9 23 25.8 25.8  25.8 r
NROTC=REGUL AR 1. 13 146 1606 40.s
NROTC-AESEAVE 2 3 3ot 3.4 43.8
PLC=REGUL 43 3 . 45 %5 48.3
PLC-RESERVE . 16 18.0 18.0 6643
NAYCAD=MARC 4D 5 1 1.1 11 67.6
ocs ' 6 26 29.2 29.2 9646
aTHER 7. 3 3e4 3.6 10949 §
ot 89 100.0  100.0 .k
nEAN - 3e112 PEDEAN 3594
VALIO CASES &9 ISSING CASES O -
C-132 é
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VARCOY YEAR OF BIRTM

CATEGORY LABEL
1958-1952
1949-1950
1947=1948
1943=1946
19431944
1941-1942

WEAN 31343
VALID CASES 89

TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

RELATIVE AQJUSTED

AYSCLUTE FREQ FREQ
CCDE FREQ (PCT) (PCY)
275 8 9.9 9.0
2965 32 36.0 36.0
31.5 21 23446 23.6
33.5 17 19.1 19.1
35.5 ? 10.1 10.1
37.5 2 202 242
oL 8 1000 100.0
PECIMN 30.929
MISSING CASES 0

VARQOS QCNTN € YEAR QF SEPARATIODN

CATEGORY LaBEL
0EC 1978
NOV 1978
act 1978
SEP 1978
AUG 1973
JUt 1978
JUN 1973
"AY 1978

BEFORE MAY 1978

MEAN 11.989

VALID CASES e9

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSCLUTE  FREQ FREQ
CCOE  FRES PCT) (PCT)
8. s Se6 5.6
9. 9 1041 1041
19, 12 13.5 13.5
1. 13 14.6 14.6
12. 1 12.6 12.4
13, 3 6.7 6e7
14, 26 29.2 29.2
15, 3 3o b 3.4
16. . oS '
oL 85 100.0  100.0.
NEDIAN 12,000
MISSING CASES 0
c-133

cy«
FREQ
(PCT

9.0
8469
68.5
87.6
97.8

1%%e3

cum
FREQ
(PCT)

Se6
15.7
29.2
A3.8
56.2
62.9
92.1%
9545

100.0




' TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VARI)Y YEARS SERVED IN USNHC

, RELATIVE ADJUSTED  Cuw 4
» : A8SCLUTE  FREQ FREQ FREQ :
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FFREQ CPCTH (PCT)  (PCD)
& FIVE .0 9 1001 10.1 10.1
stx €3 19 213 21.3 32.5
. SEVEN 7.0 13 1406 16,6 - 46.1
j £1GHT £.0 10 11.2 11,2 S7.3
NINE §e9 13 i14e6 14.6 7T1.9
TEN 1Ce0 7 7.9 7.9 79.8
WORE THAN TEN 1246 18 20.2 2902 1999
rora. 89 100.0  100.0
PEAN 84317 EOTIN 7.850 .
VALIO CASES &9 MISSING CASES 0

VARO10 TOTAL FLIGHT HOURS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cu~

ABSQLUTE FREQ FPzQ FREQ
CATEGOAY LABEL conE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
GE 497, LT €99 509, 1 1.1 1.1 1
GE 600, LT 800 T7C0. 7 Te9 7.9 9.0
GE 899, LT 1499 L Ly 1 é 6.7 6e7 15.7
GE 1000, LT 1200 1100. 13 lbeb 14,6 30.3
GE 1200, LT 1400 13C¢0. 9 10.1 19,1 0.4
GE 142%. LT 31671 1500, 20 2265 22.5 62.9
GE 1640, LT 1800 17¢0. L 45 &5 674
GE 1899 1919. 29 32.6 32.6 1992 ‘

ot 8 1000 100.0
nEAN 1446.067 NEDIAN 148%5.000 "
VALID ClSES- 89 MISSING CASES 9
C-134

SRR £ T TR R T T R A 00 Y PRIE e - RURTRR S R £ S ey




'3

s J B * ny .- ol T s o S0 Fh gt
e S o L e TR — s o st ot

TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VAROL1 OUTY STATUS
FPELATIVE ADJUSTED Cum

ABSCLUTE  FREQ FRZQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREO (PCT) ety PN
REGULAR 9% LT 9646 96.6 96.6
PESERVE 1. 3 LI 3.4 10040
oL 89 1000 100.0
WEAN 0.034 MEDIAN N.037
vALID CASES 89 WISSING CASES 0

vARO12 LAST DUTY STATICN PRIQR TO SEPARATION
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cun

ABSCLUTE  FAZQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CCOE  FFEC (PCT) (PCT)  (PCT)
HAME OR QUAATICO 0. 1 1 1.1 1.1
CHERRY POINT 1. 11 12.4 12.4 13.5
KEW RIVER 2. . 4eS ‘.5 18.0
BEAUFOAT, SeCe 3. 19 1102 11.2 29.2
CAMP PENDLETON “. s 5.6 5.6 34.8
ELTOROLSANTA=ANA s. 27 30.3 39.3 65.2
WAWATT 6. 3 30 3.4 68.5
JAPAN 7. 1 1.1 1.1 69.7
natC 8. 16 18.9 18.9 87.6
OTHER ) 9. 11 12.4 12.4  100.0
0T 89 100.0  100.0
NEAN S.124 MEDIAN 54999
VALID CASES 1) WISSING CASES 0

C~-135
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& TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

P VARD13 MAIN REASON FOR GECONING USPC NA OR NFG

X RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUM .
:ﬂ. CATEGORY LABEL coor PREe T (eels ety cheh '
2l FANILY 0. 3 3.4 3.4 308
PEERS 1. 1 1.1 1.1 45 ?
2 CHALLENGE 2. 1] 61.8 61.8 66.3 3
fi SERVE COUNTRY ' 22 247 2407 91.9
I RECRUITER=0S0 Se 1 1.1 1.1 92.1
‘ PREF OTHEZR $¥C 6o 3 3.4 - 95.5 ;
4 PREP FOR CIv 408 7 2 2.2 2.2 97.8 3
FLIGHT PaY s. 2 2.2 2.2 100.0 |
ToTAL 9 100.0  100.0 ]
MEAN 24831 MEDIAN 2.236 ’
VALID CASES T WISSING CASES )

VARO14 TINE SEPARATED FRON DEPENDENTS [MONTHS)
RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cu~

ABSCLUTE FReQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LAGEL CCDE FFEQ CPCT) (PCT) (PCT)
NONE €.0 3 4o 40
FENER THAN & 1.0 11 12.4 1607 18.7
. 6-11 2.5 11 12.4% 147 33.3
12-17 145 15 1609 29.9 $343
18-23 20.5 10 1.2 13.3 66e7
24+29 : 26.5 10 11.2 13.3 80.0
39-35 32.5 19 11.2 13.3 93.3
36=41 3e.5 3 Y 4.0 7.3
42 OR WORE o4 2 2.2 2.7  100.0
NONRESPONSI VE “9.1 1 1.1 WISSING 100e0 )
NO DEPENDENTS -2.0 13 1646  WISSING 1000
TotaL 89 100.0  100.0 i
: nEAN 17.913 MEDIAN 154590
‘ VALID CASES s NISSING CASES 184
c-136
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TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

>
2 .
VARO1S  CURREAT J08 FIELD
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
* ABSCLUTE  FREQ FREQ
! . CATEGORY LAGEL CODE  FPEC ¢PCT) PCT)
j; UNEWPLGYED 0. ® 9.0 9.0
3 FEDERAL GOVY 1. 3 e 3.6
STATE-LOCAL GOVY 2. 1 1.1 1.1
! ATRCRAFT WFG 3. 1 1.1 1.1
: AIRLINES 4 38 82.7 82,7
5 £ouCATION 5. 2 2.2 2.2
i} ELECTRONICS 6o 3 Ses 3.4
' JR=sA 7. 3 . I 3.4
SELF=ENPLOYED s. 6 6e7 6.7
OTHER 9e 24 27.0 27.0
: oML 89 195.5  10m.0
WEAN 5315 MEDTAN 40329
- VALID CASES 89 PISSING CASES n
VARGLE  [MPORTANCE OF JOB SATISFACTION
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSCLUTE  FFREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LAOEL €O00E  FFEC ety PcT)
vEKY LOW -2, 5 5.6 Se7
LOw -1, 19 1.2 11.4
NODERATE=AVE o. (] 9.0 9.1
HIGH 1. 20 22.5 22.7
VERY HIGH 2. \S 59, 8 S1.1
NONRESPONSI VE -9, 1 1.1 MISSING
) TotaL 89 100.0  100.0
nEAN 214023 NEOIAN 1.522
VALIO CASES e RISSING CASES 1

Cc-137

Cyn
FREQ
(PCTY

9.0
12.4
13.5
14.6
57.3
59.6
6§29
6643
7 3.0

10C.0

Cun
FREQ
PcTy

Se7
17.)
26.1
48,9

10¢.0

10¢.0
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TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VAROL? INPORTANCE OF LENGTH OF wORK WEEK
RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSCLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LAGEL CCDE FREGC (PCT) (PCT)
VERY LOW 2. 22 247 247
LOw . et T 22 2407 . 24.7
NOQOERATE=AVE 0. 27 30.3 30.3
HIGH 14 15.7 157
VERY HIGH 20 L} 4eS 4.5
TOTAL ...;9- 199.0 10;:;-
HEAN “0.494 REDEAN -0.481
VALID CASES e9 MISSING CASES 0

VARO1S INPORTAMNCE CF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT
RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSCLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL . CCOE FREGQ (PCT) (PCT)
LOw 1. 1 1.1 1.1
MODERATE~AVE 0. 14 7¢9 7.9
RIGH 1. 18 20.2 20.2
VERY HIGH 2¢ 43 79.8 79.8
oL @ 100.0  100.0
REAN 1697 REDI AN 1794
VALID CASES 89 NISSING CASES c
C~138

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
24e7

494

- 798

9545
100.0

cum
FREQ
(PCT)

1.l

9.0
2942

1999
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VAROLY

VERY LOW
LOM
MOOERATE=AVE
N1GH

VERY MIGH

NEAN

VALID CASES

VAR D20

vEPY LOW
LON

MODERATE=AVE
HIGH
YERY NIGM

HEAN

YALID CASES

CATEGORY LASEL

CATEGORY LABEL

TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

RELATIVE
ceoe \FREQ T cpeh
-2, 4 45
“1, 10 11.2
% 25 28.1
‘ 1. 18 20.2
2. 32 36,0
ot 8 100.0
DeT19 ®EDS AN 0.896
a9 MISSING CASES o

RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE FREQ
cooe FREC Pcy)
2. 13 14.6
it 12 13.5
b 14 15.7
O r44 2407
2e 28 31.5
ot 85 100.0
Qe 449 WEDI AN 0. 750
29 WISSING CASES 9

INPQRTANCE OF UNACCs TOURS & CEPLOYMENTS

IPPORT OF LACK OF PFOFICIENCY FLYINS

c-139

ADJYSTED
FREQ
PCT)

(Y%
11.2
28.1
20,2
369

100.0

ADJUSTED
FPEQ
(pCcY)
14e6
1368
157
2647

31.5

100.90

cun
FREQ

PcT)
45
1%5.7
53,8
66,0

109.2

cun
FREQ
(PCcT
14.6
28.1
43.8
68.93

19%.3




¥ TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

[y VARO21  INPORT OF NON=AVN JC@ OPPORTUNTITES
K RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum
: ABSCLUTE FREQ FREQ FREO
CATEGORY LABEL c00E FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (tPCTY
4 VERY LOW -2, 16 18.9 1840 18.0
LOW le 16 18,0 18.0 36.0
) NODERATE=AVE Ge 26 29.2  29.2 652
: HIGH 1. 14 15.7 15.7 80.9
VERY HIGH 2. 17 19.1 19.1 100.0 ]
TotaL 89 100.0 100.0 1
5 NEAN 0.000 MEDLAN 0019
VALID CASES 89 MISSING CASES 0 '

VARO22 INPORTHNCE OF AIRLINE WIRINES -
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cux

eatecony Laser cooe ‘PP teeh ki ceeh
. VERY L3N 2. 37 41.6 1.6 (397

LOw “le 11 12.4 1244 53.9

MODERATE=AVE Q. 191 12.4 12.4 66.3

HIGH 1. 12 13.5 13.5 79.8

VERY HIGH 2. 18 2042 20.2 100.0

ot & 1000 100.0
MEAN “0.416 MEDIAN -0.81%
VAL 10 CASES a9 MISSING CASES ]

B e S P

C-140
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TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VARD2S  IWPORTANCE OF TINE sway FROV FANILY

CATEGORY LAREL
VERY LOW

LOu
NAQOERATE~AVE
Wi

VERY HIGH

HEAN 0753
VALID CASES 89

VARO24 IWPORTANCE OF *~

CATEGORY La®cL
VERY LOW

LOw
MODERATE~AVE
HlGH

VERY HIGH

HEAN 0.37%
VALID CASES e9

RELATIVE
A8SCLUTE FREQ
coog FREQ (PCT)
2. 3 3.4
ot B 9 10.1
0. 21 23.6
1. 39 33.7
20 26 29.2
e e 1oma
MEDI AN 0.083
PISSING CASES 2
QUALITY OF LIFE"
RELATIVE
e “HHT TR
T e2, ] 9.0
“1. 15 16.9
0. 23 25.8
b 22 A7
2. 21 23.6
o e 1000
MEDIAN 0.435
NISSING CASES 0
Cc-141

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

3.4
10.1
23.6
33.7

29.2

19%.9

ADJUSTED
FREQ
PCTY

9.1
16.9
25.8
24e?

23.6

100.0

cus
FREQ

(PCh
3.4
$3.5
37.1
79.8
100.0

cux
FREQ
(PCY)

9.9
25.8
Si.7
Téeb

100.90



TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VARD2S IMPORTANCE CF BELISF THAT JC® HAS VALUE
RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cum

ABSCLUTE  FR:9 Facq FPEQ

CATEGORY LAREL COOE  FFREQ (PCT) (PCT)  (PCT)

VERY LOW -2, ¢ 9.0 9.0 9.0

Law 1. 9 19.1 19.1 19.1
MODERATE=AVE 0. 21 23.6 23.6 027 '
HIGH 1. 21 23.6 23.6 663 :
VERY WIGH 2. 31 33.7 33.7 109.9
‘C ecvceoeose YT comewe (
TaTAL 89 100.0 100.0 ]
N |
: “EAN Ne629 PEOT AN 0.810 ;
) :
' VALID CASES 29 MISSING CASES 0 }

Pty ottt

{ VARO26 IMPORTANCE OF DEPENCENT MEDICAL CARE
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cyw

ABSCLUTE FREQ FRZQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CCOE FFEQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
VERY LOW -2, 8 9.0 940 9.0 \
Low “1. 16 18.0 18.0 27.0 g
MODERATE=AVE e 16 18.9 18.0 44e9 :
HIGH 1. 25 28.1 28.1 73.0 ;
VERY HIGH 2. 24 27.0 2T.9 19%e3 i

cescsece evcvees caceces= i

TOTAL 89 100.0 100.0 i

PEAN Y3 NEDIAN n,680
VALID CASES 29 MISSING CASES 0

C-142 3




TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

vARO27 IMPORTANCE OF JOO RECOGMITICN

. RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE  FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CCOE  FFES (PCT)
VERY LOW 2. 6 6e7
LOw -1, 18 20.2
NODERATE=AVE % 29 22.5
niGH 1. 26 29.2
VERY WIGH 2. 19 21.3
Torw #1000
nEAN 5e382 PEOI AN 4519
VALID CASES 29 WISSING CASES °

YAROZQ IMPORTANCE OF INFLUENCE ON- CMN CAREER

RELATIVE
ARSCLUTE FRZO
CATEGORY LABEL cCoE FFeEQ (PCT)
VERY LOW 2. 1 14
LOw 1. 2 2.2
MODERATE=AVE Te 11 11.2
NIGH ) P (Y] 46,9
VERY HIGH 2e 36 40.4
e e 1000
NEAN 1.213 NEOLAN 1.288
VALID CASES 09 WISSING CaASES 0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

6e7
20,2
225
29.2
21.3

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

1.1
2.2
11.2

4449

40.4

100.0

Cu«
FREQ
(PCT)

6.7
27.0

494
79,7

199%.9

Cuv
FREQ
(PCT)

l.1

3.4
14.6
59.6

100.0




YARQ29 ITPPORY OF YSHC-CIVILIAN

| CATEGORY LAGEL
" VERY LOW

) LOw

A

MODERATE=AVE
HIGH

VYERY WIGH

MEAN 0.022
VALID CASES e9

CATEGORY LAGEL
VERY LOW

LON
MODERATE-AVE
HIGH

VERY HIGH

wEAN 0e472
VALID CASES és

TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

CODE
2.
g

Q.
1.
2.

TOTAL

MEDIAN
MISSING

PAY DIFFEPENTIAL

RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE FREQ
FRES (rcT)
15 16.9
21 23. 6
21 23.6
11 1244
21 23.6
e te0.n
“T095
CASES 0

VARO30 IMPORT OF UNCERTAINTY IN REVIREMENT PGMS

RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE FREQ
ceoeE FFEQ (PCT)
2. 11 12.4
*1. 8 9.0
' 24 27.0
1. 212 22.5
2e 26 29.2
TOTAL 89 19%.1
NEDI AN 0575
PISSING CASES n
C-144

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)
16.9
23.6
23.6
12.4

23.6

100.90

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)
12.4

2.0
27.0
2245

292

19%.9

Cum
FREQ
(PCT)Y
169
4Ce b
6440
764

100.0

cum
FREQ
(PCT)
12.4
21.3
48,3
T3ie8
100.0

i

AT by
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TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VARS3L I®PCRT OF CONSIDERATION FOR OMN DESIPES

CATEGORY LABEL
VERY LOM

LOw
NODERATE=AVE
HIGH

VERY HIGH

NEAN 1.911
VALID CASES 89

cop€
=2,
he U
0.
1.
r

TOTAL

PEDIAN
NISSING

KELATIVE
ABSCLUTE FREQ
FREQ (PCT)
2 2.2
4 7.9
18 20.2
23 2S.8
39 43.8
e 100.0
1.261
CASES 0

VARO32 [MPORTANCE OF AOVANCEMENT OPPORTUNITIES

CATEGORY LABEL
VERY LOW

LOou
MODERATE~AVE
HIGH

VERY HIGH

nEaN C.876
VALID CASES ey

RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE FREQ
CO0E FREQ (PCT)
24 3 3.4
1. [ 4 7.9
e 29 2245
1. 27 30.3
2. 32 36.0
Toe e 1000
MEDIAN 1.037
MISSING CASES o

C=-145

i kai

ADJUSTED Cun

FPEQ FREQ
(PCTY  CPCTY
2.2 2.2
7.9 19.1
20,2 3C.3
25.8 5642

43.8 1799

100.0

ADJUSTED cun
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)

3o 4  PYY
Te% 11.2
22.5 33.7
30.3 6600

36.0 100.0

100.0

e

D
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TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VARO33 IMPORTANCE OF RESPORSIBILITY

RELATIvVE
ABSCLUTE FREQ
CATEGORY LASEL cone FREQ (PCT)
VERY LOW 2. 17 19.1
LOw e 20 22.5
RODERATE=AVE 0. 15 1649
~ HIGH 1. 246 29.2
VERY HIGH 2. 11 12.4
w85 1955
MEAN =0.067 WEOIAN 0.000
VALIO CASES 89 PISSING CASES 9
VARD3 A IMPORTANCE CF JCB CHALLENGE
RELATIvVE
ABsSQuLUTE FREQ
CATEGORY LAREL cCoE FFEQ (PCT)
VERY LOW 2. 16 18.0
LON 1. 19 21.3
MODERATE~AVE Q. 13 14.6
HIGH 1. 21 23.6
VERY HIGH 2e 19 2t.3
NONRESPONSTI VE “%e 1 1.1
W e teee0
MEAN 0.09% MEDIAN fel92
VALID CASES L) MISSING CASES 1

ADJUSTED
FREZQ
(PCTY)
19.1
2245
169
29.2
124

14%e9

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)
18.2
216
14.8
23.9
2146

MISSING

100.0

L i S

cum
FoEQ ;
(PCTY -
19.1

4146
S8.4

B7.6

10C.0

S TP A o 3 oG gy o 8 e

cus
FleQ
(PCT)
18.2
39.8
5445
7844

10¢C.0

10C.0




CATEGORY LASEL
VERY LOW

Lo
MOQRERATE=AVE
HIGH

VERY HIGH
NONRESPONSIVE

REAN =0.286

VALIO CASES 88

CATEGORY LAGEL
VERY LOW

LOw
WOQERATE~AVE
HIGH

VERY MIGH

NONRESPONSIVE

NEAN 0.875
YALTO CASES .2 ]

cCoE
2.
=1.
0.
1.
2o
=9

YOTAL

HEOLAN

vARD3S IMPORTANCE OF JCa PFESTIGE

TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE FREQ
FFREC (PCT)
i1 12.4
32 36.9
25 281
11 1244
9 1%.1
1 1.1
e tomn
“0.460
b

PISSING CASES

CODE
2.
e

Qe
1.
2.
“9e

T0TAL

NEDIAN

YARA3 ¢ T1PPCRY OF RESPOMSE YO PROGLENS & NEEDS

RELATIVE

ABSOLUTE FREQ
FFREQ (PeT)

2 2.2

9 1%.1

20 22.5

24 27.0

33 37.4

1 tel
a1

1062

PISSING CASEY

c-147

p

ADJUSTED

FPEQ
PCT)

12.5
3644
28.4
12.5
19.2
MISSING

1999

AQJUSTED
FRED
(PCT)

2.3
1%.2
22,7
273
37.5

MISSING

1979

cum
FREQ

(PcH)
12.5
8.9
7.3
89.8
199.9

10Q.0

Cux
FREQ
(PCT

2.3
12.5

35,2
62.5
1999

100.0




TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VAR237? IPPORT CF ASSIGAMENT TO NONFLYING JOAS
RELATIVE
CATEGORY LABEL CODE ‘agstg,t i:gg)
VERY LOW 2. 2 2.2
Low b O é 6e7
MODERATE=-AVYE 0. 12 13.5
HI1GH le 15 16.9
VERY WIGH 2e : 53 359.¢6
NONRESPONSIVE *% 1 1.1
oL 89 1959
MEAN 1.261 MEDI AN 1.670
VALID CASES 1] PISSING CASES 1

VARD33 I¥PORTANCE OF PERFORMANCE EVAL SYSTEW

RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL coot FFEQ (PCT)
VERY LON 2. 12 13.5
LI 1. 13 14.6
NODERATE=AVE Q. 23 25.8
HIGH le 15 16.9
VERY HIGH 2e 23 28.1
NONRESPONSIVE “% 1 1.1
oL 8 100.0
NEAN G.318 MEOLAN 8.326
VALID Cases es MISSING CASES 1

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

2.3
6.8
13.6
17.0
69.2

MISSING

199.9

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)
‘3.6
14.8
2661
i7.0

2844

MISSING

190.0

Cum -
FREQ 3
(PCT)

203
o1
22.7
39.8

1939

10C.0

Cum 1
FREQ

(PCT)
13.6
28.4
54.5
71.6
100.0

100.0




4 -»'-.,‘- M X S Lrsa

TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VARO39  QUALITY OF USHC PERSONNEL MONAGEMENT
. RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUM
. ABSCLUTE  FREQ FPEQ FREQ
3 CATEGORY LASEL cCoE FFEQ PCT) (PET)  (PCT)
VERY POOR 2. 36 $0eb 479 49
3 PoOR . 32 36.0 3604 7.3
AVERAGE 0. 17 19.1 19.3 96.6
¥ 6000 1. 3 3o 3eb 19549
3 NONRESPONSIVE -9, 1 1e1  MISSING 100.0
e 107AL 89 199.9 199.9
MEAN “1.148 MEDTAN ~1.250
VALID CASES .88 . PISSING CASES 1

VARDGAD QUALITY OF DEPENDENT WEDICAL CAFE
RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cun

ABSCLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LAPEL CODE FFEC (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
VERY PQOR =2e 21 23.6 23.6 23.6
POOR “1. 21 236 23486 872
AVERAGE O. 27 3C.3 30.3 7.5
1 1] 1. 14 15.7 15.7 93.3
VERY GO0OD 2. [ 6e7 87 199%13
TaTAL .-.;9 100.0 100.,0
; nEAN D416 YEDI AN =0 407
' VALID CASES l? NISSING CASES 0

C-149




TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VAROAL ARGUNT OF JO0B RECOGMITICN

RELATIVE
CATEGORY LABEL coot 592:2275 ::Eg)
VERY POOR 2. 4 4e5
POoR *1le 13 L14.6
AVERAGE O 31 34,8
6000 le 34 38.2
VERY GOOOD 2. 4 T.9
oL 89 tos.0
HEAN 0.303 MEDIAN D387
VALID CASES a9 MISSING CASES 0

YAROAL2 ANGUNT CF INFLUENCE ON OuN CAREER

RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL [4:]:1 FREQ (PCT)
VERY PQJJR 2. 29 22.5
POGR 1. 29 32.6
AVERAGE Oe 22 2407
6000 1 16 18.9
VERY GOOD 2. 2 2.2
ot @5 1000
NEAN “0.5%12 MEDLAN *C.655
VALID CASES e9 MISSING CASES Q

C-150

ADJUSTED
FREOQ
(PCT)

heS5
146
34.3
38.2

Te9

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)
22.5
32.6
24,7
18.9

2.2

100.0

Cuv
FRZO
(PCT)

4heS
19.1
5309
92.1

100.0

cUn
FREQ
(PCT)
2265
55.¢
79.8
97.8

100.0
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TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VARDAS USHC RESPCNSIVEMESS TO PRCOLEMS & NEEDS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
A9SCLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL - ceoe FREC (PCT) (PCT)
VERY POJR 2. 18 20.2 272
POGR 1. 24 27.0 27.0
AVERAGE 0. 33 37.2 37.1
6000 12 13.5 13.5
VERY GOOD 2. 2 2.2 2.2
oL 89 199.3 1979
sEAN “0.694 NEDIAN =0. 424
VALIO CASES 89 PISSING CASES 9
VARDAG APQUNT CF PAY AS NA OR NFC
RELATIVE AOJUSTED
ABSCLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL cobe FFES (PCT) (PCT)
VERY PQOR 2. 1 1.1 t.1
POOR 1. 5 Se6 Se6
AVERAGE [+ 1% 39 3.7 33.7
G000 1. 31 34.8 4.8
VERY GOOO 2e 22 24e7 2407
ot 8 100.0  100.0
NEAN Gelés YEDION 0.774
VALTO CASES 89 HISSING CaSES 0
C-151
. ‘ ) i i it

Cu«
FREQ
[£428
292
47.2
84.3
97.8

10¢C.0

Cunx
FecQ
(PCT)

1.1

(%4

"40eb
753

199.0

A e

-
&




TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VARGAS  EXPECTED QUAL OF FUTURE RETIREMENT PGNS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED

AASCLUTE  FREQ FREQ
CATEGOARY LABEL CCOE  FREQ PCT) (PCT)
VERY POOR -2, 22 2407 2407
POOR -1. 38 62.7 €2.7
AVERAGE 9. 22 247 2407
G0go 1. 5 S.6 5.6
VERY GO3D 2. 2 2.2 2.2

TOTAL 89 100.0 100.0

WEAN “0.820 MEDIAN “%.998
VALID CASES 29 MISSING CASES 0

VARO&E AMT QF CONSIDERATION GIVEN 10 DESIRES
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSCLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CCOE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)

YERY POOR 2. 26 29.2 29.2
POOR -1, 29 32.6 32.6
AVERAGE 0. 27 30,3 30.3
600D 1. 6 67 6a7
YERY GOOD 2. 1 1.1

T01AL ey
NEAN MEDIAN -0,862

VALID CASES PISSING CASES 2

cum
FREZQ
(PchH
z“.’
674
92.1
97.8

10c.0

cumM
FREQ
PcT
29.2
61.8
92.1
98.9

100.0

e

|
E
|
|
|
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k TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

T3
3 VARDA? OVERALL =QUALITY CF LIFE®
; . RELATIVE ADJUSTED cus
iy ABSCLUTE FREQ FRZQ FREQ
- CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREC [LI33) PCT) (PCT)
3 VERY POOR -2, 1 1.1 1.1 o2
‘ POCR 1. ? 7e9 7.9 90

AVERAGE 0. 26 29.2 29.2 38.2
¢ 6000 1. 40 4649 4409 83.1
¥ VERY GOOD 2. 1s 1649 16.9 199.9

TOTAL 89 100.0 100.0
HEAN N.€85 PEDIAN 0.763
VALID CASES 9 MISSING CASES 0

VAROMLS AMOUNT OF J03 SATISFACTION
RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cum

ABSCLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL CCDE FFEC (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
VERY POOR “2e 5 Se¢6 Se6 5«6

PaCR 1. 16 18.0 18.0 23.6

AVERAGE Qe 26 292 29.2 52.8

G000 1. 30 33.7 33.7 86.5

VERY GJOD 2. 12 13.5 13.5 106.0

TOTAL 89 100.0 100.0
MEAN 04315 MEDIAN Tebb
VALID CASES a9 MISSING CASES 0

C-153
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Y

d

VARO4Y

CATEGORY LABEL
VERY POOR

POCR

AVERAGE

e0co

VERY GOOOD

MEAN 0.562

YALID CASES

VARD5%

CATEGORY LABEL
STRONGLY DISAGREE
01 S AGREE
UNOGECIDED

AGREE

STRONGLY AGREE

"EAN LU P Y

VALID CASES -

e Ry e

89

27
L3

TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VALUE OF L5MC Jos

ABSCLUTE
ceoe FFEQ
"2 3
b 6
8. 29
1. D
2. i1
To 4L .‘.;;‘
NEDI AN G.663
PISSING CASES q

RELATIVE
f REQ
(PCT)

3.4
6.7
32,6
bhe9

12.4

13949

AIRLINE HIRING CAUSES NA=NFT ATYRITION

RELATIvE
AgsCLUTE FFREQ
COOE FFESC (PCT)
“2e 15 16.9
2 37 41.6
g. 14 15,7
1. 17 19.1
2e é o7
o e to0.0
¥EDI AN -0,703
MISSING CASES 0

C-154

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

3eb
6.7
32.6
hida9

12.4

mmsese

1999

ADJUSTED
fPeQ
(PCT)
16.9
‘1.6
15.7
19.1

6e?

rocees

100.0

Cux
FREQ
(PCTY

Jet
10.8
427
87.6

10Q.0

Ly
FREQ
(PCT)
16.9
sa.‘
Tee2
73.3

12459

S0 b e e L N

Ry
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TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

.," -
5 VAROSY TYPICAL WORK WEEK IS TQO LOAG
a1 RELATIVE ADJUSTED cun
X . ASSCLUTE FRZQ FREQ FREQ
3 CATEGORY LABEL C00E FFREQ wen (PCT) (PET)
- STRONGLY CISAGPEE -2. 7 7.9 Te? 7.9
OISAGREE -1, o 4944 9.4 $7.3
) UNDECIDED ' % 8 9.9 949 6603
3 AGREE 1. 1s 1649 169 3.1
py STAQNGLY AGREE 2. 15 1649 16.9 100.0
T0TAL 89 100.0 100.0
HEAN “0.146 MEDRIAN “N.648
YALID CASES ey ¥ISSING CASES ]

VARO52 CIV LIFE IS AT LEASY AS GOQC AS EXPECYVED
* RELATIVE 4ADJUSTED Cun

ASSCLUTE FREQ FREQ FRCQ

3 CATEGORY LABEL C00E FFEQ PCT) (PCT)  (PCTY
% STRONGLY OISAGREE -2, 1 1.1 1.1 1.1

UNCECIDED 0. 4 45 4.5 5.6
3 AGREE 1. &0 44,9 4409 S5C.6

STRONGLY MGREE 2. “ 49,4 49.6  199.9

TOTAL 89 100.0 100.0

MEAN 1.416 MEDIIN 1.438

VALID CASES ) MISSING CASES 0
| c-155 :

¥
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F vAROS3

e CATEGORY LABEL
STRONGLY CISAGREE

L, DISAGREE

b UNDECIDED

2
AGREE

STRONGLY AGREE

NEAN 0.247
VYALID CASES 89
VAROSS

CATEGORY LABEL
STRONGLY [ISAGREE

DISAGREE

UNDECIDED

AGREE

NEAN “Q.888
; VALIO CASES 89

cooe
2.
“1l.
Do
1.
2.

ToTAL

MEDI AN
1SS ING

THE USHC "TAKES CARE OF

COoE
=2
et

e
1.

T0TAL

MEDI AN
PISSING

TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

USHC WAS AT LEAST AS GOCD AS EXPECTED

RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE FREQ
FFEC (PCT)
4 79
22 247
13 14e 6
3€ 4004
11 12.4
e 10000
D569
CASES 0
ITS Cun"
RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE FRCQ
FFEQ (PCT)
25 28.1
39 «3.8
15 1649
10 11.2
e tamen
~1.000
CASES n

C~156

S s

ADJUSTED
FREQ
PCT)

7.9
26,7
1406
A0.4

12.4

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREGQ
(PCT)
28.1
43.8
16.9

112

19%.%

B e e e

Cu » 3
FREQ 3
(PCT)

7.9
32.6
47.2 ;
87.6

100.0

cuw
FREQ

PcT)

28.1 1
719 '
88.3

10¢.0
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TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VARGSS CHAIN OF CeD NAS RESPONSIVE TO MEEDS

CATEGORY LABEL
STRONGLY OISAGREE
RISAGREE
UNCECIDED

AGREE

STRONGLY AGFREE

HEAN “Jeb94

VALID CASES 289

RELATIVE
cooe “‘Fies  Ghen
“2e 17 1%.1
b 3¢ 4046
0. 12 13.95
te 22 2he?
2o 2 262
Tt e 1o0.0
PEDLAN “0.736
WISSING CASES o

YARGS56 USMC NASNFO ARE TRUE "PROFESSIONALS"

CATEGORY LABEL
STRONGLY CISAGREE
OISAGRIE
UNDECIOED

AGREE

STRONGLY AGREE

WEAN 0.201
VALID CASES 29

RELATIVE
A9SOLUTE FREQ
ceoe FFEQ (PCT
~2, ) 45
“l. 26 29.2
Do 13 14.6
1. 33 37.1
2. 13 1446
TOTAL a9 100.0
HEOTAN Ge545
ISSING CASES 0
C~157

ADJUSTED Cun

FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
19.1 19.1
4.4 596
13.5 73.0
24.7 97.8

262 193%9

1000

ADJUSTED Cyv
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) ercy)

45 4e5
2942 33.7
14e6 4843
37.1 AS.4

146 100.0

100.0

e T B —




VAROS?

CATEGORY LABEL

VERY UNFAVORABLE

UNFAVOAABLE
NEUTRAL
FAVORABLE

VERY FAVQRAGLE

WEAN

YALIO CASES

VARDS58

CATEGCOARY LABEL

CIVILIAN BETTER
SAME

USHC BETTEP
UNKNOUWN Q% N2

NEAN
VALIO CASES

TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

CURRENT ATTITUDE TONARD uSnC

RELATIVE
AdSCLUTE FREQ

(4] FFEQ (PCT)
2. 3 3.4
1. 14 T.9
0. 21 2346
43 48,3

2e 15 16.9
TOTAL 89 199.9
MEDI AN

PISSING

USHC VS ClIvs Pay

RELATIVE
AgscLure FREQ
FFEQ (PCT)
(¥4 52.8
Qe 9 19.1
| 25 28.1

“Te L} 9.0

TOTAL 89 100.0

MEDIAN -N.638

NISSING CASES 8

ADJUSTED cun
FREQ FREQ
CPCT) (PCTY

L P 3a4
T«9 t11.2
236 3408
4843 83.1

16.9 10¢.0

159.9

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)
58.0
11.1
30.9

NISSING

100.0
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- TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)
f VAROS9 USNC vS CIve MEDICAL CARE
i p . RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum
, ABSCLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
e CATEGORY LABEL co0E FFEQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
CIVILIAN BETTER “1. 58 6542 72.5 72.5
SANE 0. 15 1609 18.8 91.3
- UsHC BETTER 1. 7 7.9 8.8  10¢.0
) UNKNOWN 3R NA “7e 9 191 MISSING 199.7
e Sesvew ooceww ceeese
ff TOTAL a9 100.0 100.0

A HEAN “0.638 PEDI AN ~0.810

VALID CASES 20 MISSING CASES 9

VARC6O USHC vS CIV: RECREATION OPPORTUNITIZS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cu~

: ABSCLUTE  FREOQ FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LASEL CCOE  FREQ (PCT) (PCT)  (PET)
] CIVILIAN BETTER -1, 39 3.8 448 b4ed
SANE 0. 39 3.8 4.8 89.7
USMC BETTER i 9 10.1 19.3 1999
UNKNOWN OF N4 -7. 2 2.2 MISSING  100.0
T01aL 89 159.9 199.0

HEAN 0,345 MEOT AN <0.385
VALID CASES 87 PISSING CASES 2

C-159
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TABLE C-2 (CONT'D) 1
N ‘ l.
VARD6L USHC ¥S CIv: TREATMENT BY SUPERVISCRS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cun N
t . ABSOLUTE FREQ FogQ FREQ
CATEGORY LAREL COGE FFEQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
- CIVILIAN BETTER “l. S7 660 78,0 T4e0 5
SANE N 19 21.3 2407 98.7
. uUSnC BETTER 1e 1 1.1 1.3 10€.0
§ UNKNJWN OR N4 o7e 12 13.5 MISSING 100.0
# TOTAL 89 100.0 100.0
s MEAN -0.727 MEDIAN -0.825 i
YALID CASES 144 MISSING CASES 12 i
l\ ® 5]
}
1
!
VARO62 USNC vS CIv: WORK CONDITICMS & HOURS -
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cun ,
. ABSCLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ i
CATEGORY LABEL ceoe FFEQ (PCT)Y (PCT) (PCT) }
|
CIVILIAN BETIER 1. 61 6845 7543 7543
SANE , 0. 19 21.3 23.5 98.8 }
USNC BETTER 1. 1 1.1 1.2 £100.C ’
UNKNONN OF NA “7e 8 9.9 MISSING 107.1
TOTAL 89 100.0 100.0
NEAN o741 PEDIAN ~0.836
VALID CASES 81 MISSING CASES 8 j

C~160 1’




o TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

) VARO63 USHC VS CTIV: SUPYV CGNCERN FOR RELFARE
RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cun
A . . ABSCLUTE FREQ FPEQ FREQ
P CATEGORY LABEL CCOE FFEQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
CIVILIAN BETTER 1. 45 50,6 59.2 59.2
i SANE 0. 25 28.1 32.9 92.1
\
. USMC BETTER le [ 6e7 Te9 199.9
‘} UNKNOWN QR NA =7. 13 14.6 MISSING 100.0
TOTAL 89 19%.9 199.9
REAN =0.513 MEOTIAN =0.656
VALID CASES L4 ] PISSING CASES 13

VARDGS UsSHC VS Clve TPAVEL
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum

‘ ABSCLUTE  FREQ FREQ FREQ
; CATEGORY LABEL CCDE  FFEO tPcTy (PCTY  (PCT)
3 CIVILIAN BETTER -1. 2 a7.2 57.5 57.5
SANE 2. 15 1609 29.5 78.1
1 USHC BETTER 1o 16 18.0 21,9 10C.0
' UNKNOWN P NA 7. 16 18.0  WISSING  100.0
TOTAL 09 100. 0 100.0
HEAN «0.356 MEDTAN -n.631
VALIO CASES 73 MISSING CASES 16

c-161




VAROG6S USHC VS Clvs

CATEGOSY LAGEL
CIVILIAN RETTYER
SANE

USHC FETTER
NONRESPONSIVE
UNKNOWN OR NA

MEAN 0.193

VALID CASES a3

VAR26¢ ysnCc vs Clv:

CATEGORY LABEL
CIVILIAN BETTER
SAME

USHC BETTER
UNKNQNN OR NA

HEAN “0.427

VALID CASES e2

TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VACATION=LEAVE
RELATIVE
AOSCLUTE FREQ
€CoE FRES CPCT)
1. 25 28.1
Oe 17 1%.1
1. 41 46,1
“9e 1 1.1
=7 5 5.6
TOTAL 89 19%.%
MEDI aN 0eb71
MISSING CASES é
JCB SATISFACTION
RELATIvVE
ABSCLUTE FREQ
COdE FFREQ (PCT)
1. 47 52.8
e 23 258
1. 12 13.5
“Te 14 Te9
TOTAL 89 100.0
MEDIAN -N.628
MISSING CASES 7

c-162

ADJUSTED
FPEQ
(PCT)Y
3%.1
20.5
4944

NISSING

MISSING

1918.9

ADJUSTED
FRCQ
(PCT)
57.3
28.0
14.6

MI5SSING

100.0

Cus
FREQ
(PCT)
3%.1
50.6

10C.0
1990

100.0

Cux
FRCQ
(FCT)
S7.3
85. 4

i00.0

100.0




TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VAROQGT USKC vs CIves CHOICE OF wHERE TO LIvE
RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cun

. ABSCLUTE FREQ FRES FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL COOE  FREQ PcT) (PCTY  (PCT)
CIVILIAN BETTER -1, 78 87.6 91.8 91.8
sane 0. 6 6e7 7.1 93.3
USHC BETTER 1. 1 11 1.2 100.0
UNKNGUN 0R KA -7, . €5  WISSING  199.9

ToTaL 89 100.0  100.0
HEAN “0.996 PEDIAN ~0.955
VALID CASES 85 MISSING CASES “

YAROGS USHC VS CIV: COMPETENCE OF ASSCGCIATES
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cy«

: AGSCLUTE  FREQ FREQ FAEQ
CATEGORY LABEL CO0E  FFEQ tPcT) (PCT)  (PCT)
CIVILIAN ETTER -1, 38 42,7 4649 4649
SANE 0. 34 38.2 42.0 88.9
USHC BETTER 1. 9 19.1 11a1 19943
UNKNOWN OF N4 -7. . 9.0  NISSING 100.0

YouL  8s 199.9  199.9
NEAN -0.358 “ZOI AN =0.426
VALID CASES 0 WISSING CASES s

C~163
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VAROG9Y usnc vi clvs

CATEGORY LABEL
CIVILIAN BETIER
SANE

UNKNGUN QR Na

MEAN “0.718
VYALIO CASES T8
VARO7O

CATEGORY LABEL
CIVILIAN BETIER
SAnE

USHC BETTER

UNKNOMWN QR WNa

NEAN “%.232
VALID CASES e2

TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

HAPPINESS OF MIFE=CHILDPEN

CODE
-1.
o
7.

TOTAL

MEDIAN
MISSING

USHC VS CIv: TECHNICAL TRAINING

caoe
t O
0.
1.
7.

TaTAL

PEDIAN
MISSING

RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE FREQ
FFEC (PCT)
51 57.3
20 225
18 20.2
“as 100.0
“Je8%4
CASES 18

RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE FREQ
FREQ PCT)
37 41.6
27 30.3
18 20,2
7 Te9
i 89 10;:0.
~0.352
CASES 7

C-164

ADJUSTED

FPEQ
(PCT)

71.8
28,2

MISSING

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)
4501
32.9
22.0

MISSING

100.0

Voo s e bt gt o

cus
FREQ
(PCT)
71.8
100.0

100.0

Cum
FREQ
PCT)
451
78.0

100.0

1049




TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VAROTY USHMC ¥S CIV: RECOG FOR SUPERIOR J03 PEPF

CATEGDRY LABEL
CIVILIAN BETTER
SANE

ysSnC BETTER
UNKNOWN QR N2

WEAN “0o bbb

VALID CASES r2

UAIO?Z USNC ¥S CIv: ACCOUNT FOR INF JOB PERF

CATEGORY LAGEL
CIVILIAN BETTER
SANE

USHC BETTER

UNKNOWN 0% Ka

HEAN *0,406

VALID CASES 69

RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE FREQ
ccoe FREQ (PCT)
“1. 42 47.2
0. 20 22+5
1. 19 11.2
7. 17 191
w85 1930
MEDIAN =0.643

#ISSING CASES 17

RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE FReQ
CODE FREQ (PCT)
1. 35 39.3
De 27 39%.3
1e [ 4 7.9
“T» 20 22.%
o 85 100.0
MEDIAN “n.,514

RISSING CASES 20

C~165

ADJUSTED Cu«
FREQ FREQ
(PCT (PCT)
58.3 58.3
2T .8 86.1
13.9 1999

WISSING 100.0

199.9

ADJUSTED cus

FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
350.7 5Ce7
39%.1 89.9

10.1 10¢.0
MISSING 100.0

100.0




TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

YAROT3 USHC ¥S CIve RETIREWENT BEMCFITS

RELATIVE
A8SCLUTE FaLQ
CATEGORY LAFPEL cooe FREQ (PCT)
CIVILIAN BETIER L 3 48,3
SANE Q. 9 10.1
usSanC SETTER te 2¢ 22,5
UNKNONN GR NaA ot £ L7 19.1
et e 1000
NEAN “%.319 PEDI AN ~0.663

VALIO CASES 12 MISSING CASES 1?

YAROT & USMC VS CIVE: QUAL OF AVAILABLE HOUSING

‘ RELATLVE

CATEGORY LABEL cooe reea T then
CIVILIAN BETTER -1, 55 618
SAng 0. 15 1649
USHE BETTER 1. 1 1.1
UNKNOUN DR NB 7. 18 20,2

e 85 19909
EAN ~0.761 NEDT AN -0.85%
VALTO CASES 7 FISSING CASES 18

C-166

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PLT)
59.7
12.5
27.8

ISSING

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
CPCT)
TT.%
21,1

1«6

RISSING

199.9

cun
FREQ
CPCT)
59,7
72.2

106.0

199.5

Cus
FREQ
(PCT)
7.5
98.5

1999

100.0




TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

VARDTS USHC ¥S CIVs CHANCE TO OAX IN JCB-ARER
: RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cuyn

ABSOLUTE FPEQ FP<Q FREQ
CATEGORY LAGEL Coot FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
: ' CIvILTaAN BETTER ot 69 77.5 8%5.2 85.2

SANE Te 12 13.5 14.8 19%.)

UNKNOUN OR NA “Te 8 9.0 HISSING 108.0

eeosaas eascsses eowecsow

TOTAL 89 199.0 190.2

MEAN ~0.852 MEDI AN =0.913

VALIO CASES a1 PISSING CASES 8

VARD 7 ¢ USHC ¥vS CIve COST OF LIVING
. RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cuv

AGSCLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LAREL coot FFEQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)

CIVILIAN BETTER L4 ¥ 12 13.9 1 3.6 13.6
SAME L Y 46 517 $52.3 65.9

3 USHC BETTER b B 30 337 34,1 100.0

NONRESPONSI VE “9e 1 1.1 NISSING 100.0

TOTAL a9 100.0 100.0

HEDIAN Na196

NEAN
YALLID CASES

NISSING CASES 1
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TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)

YAROQP? USNC ¥vs CIvs ANQUNT OF RESPONSTISILITY
. RELATIVE ADJUSTED Cun

CATEGORY LavEL cooe ‘PR’ fREY rmee (Pt
CIVILIAN BETTER -1, 29 32,8 3647 36.7
sang 0. 33 3.1 4.8 To.5
usWc scrrenr t. 17 19.1 21.5  100.0
NONRESPONSIVE -9, 1 .t MISSING  190.4
UNKNONN OF Nj 7. ) 10.1  wISSING  100.9
UL 8 gaea penne
nEAN ~0.152 “EOLAN ~C.182
VALTID CASES 79 PISSING CASES 10

"RQ’! USKC Vs ctvs PPCFESSIONAL CHILLENGE
] ' RELATIye ADJUSTED Cu«

ASSOLUTE  FRco FREQ  Facq
CATEGORY LAREL CODE  FrEg (PCT) (PCT)  (PeTy
CIvILIan BETTER “1. o 4904 S2.4 s2.4
SAng % 27 30,3 3201 B4es
USHC eETTER 1. 13 Le.s 15.5  100.0
NONRESPONSE ve -. 1 L1 WmISSING  gog.0
UNKNONN OR N4 7 . %5 MISSING  199.9
oL 8 teers  eena”
NEAN “9e369 »EDI AN ~0eS45 :
VALTO cases &% ISSING CASES s
C-168

|
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i TABLE C-2 (CONT'D)
>
b -
)
- - VAROT 9 PRESTIGE OF USHNC NA=NFD VS CURRENT J08
p : RELATIVE
a ABSCLUTE FREQ
y CATEGORY LABEL ceoe FREQ (PCT)
AUCH LOWER .2, 11 1.2
) LOWER °le 27 3003
s SANE : 0. 30 33.7
b NIGHER 1. 1 12.4
f WUCH HIGHER 2. 10 11.2
' NONRESPONSIVE -9, 1 1.1
TOTAL 89 100.0
nEAN 041822 PECION “0.267
* VALID CASES &8 MISSING CASES 1

VAROBO RETROSPECTIVE VIEW OF ODECISION TG RESIGN

RELATIVE
ABSCLUTE  FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CCOE  FREQ tpcT)
roon -1. 2 2.2
UNCECIOED 0. 3 3ob
3 €000 1. 29 22,5
VERY GOOO 2. 62 §9.7
NONRESPONSIVE 9. 2 2.2
ot 8 100.0
NEAN 1.632 NEOIAN 1.798
VALID CASES 87  WISSING CASES 2

c-169

ABJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)
11.4
30.7
34.1
12.5
11.4

WISSING

100.0

ADJUSTED
FREQ
(PCT)

23
3.4
239
7T1.3

NISSING

100.0

. f—-ym'ﬁﬂ

cun
FREQ

PCTY
12,4
‘Z.o
6ol
88.6
10¢.0

199.9

cum
FREQ
(PCT)
2.3
5.7
28.7
100.0

100.0
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E’ TABLE C-2 (CONT'D) |

! NARRATIVE CONMENT SHEETS SUENITTED

by . RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum

P ABSCLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ

4 CATEGORY LABEL ceoe FREQ PCT) (PCT) PCT)

CONMENT 0. s1 5743 5743 57.3
7 NO COWMENT 1. 38 42.7 42.7 100.0
TaTAL 89 190.9 19%9.0

7 NEAN 0.627 WEDIAN 0.373 ;
. VALID CASES 89 WISSING CASES b

WEEK RESPONSE RECEIVED
: RELATIVE ADJUSTED Ccun

ABSCLUTE  FREQ FREQ FREQ

CATEGOAY LABEL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCT)  (PCT)
FIRST WEEK 0. s 5.6 S.6 Se6
SECOND WEEK 1. 0 649 ka9 50.6 ;
THIRD WEEK 2. 18 20.2 20.2 70.8 }5
FOURTH WEEX 3 16 18.0 18.0 8a.8 |
FIFTH wEEK & 9 19.1 1701 98.9 5
OTHER s 1 1.1 1.1 100.0

T 89 100.0 19m.a
uEAN 1.008 REDI AN 1e488

VALID CASES 89 FISSING CASES 9
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? TABLE C-3
MILITARY OCCUPATIONAL SPECIALTIES (MOSs)

-
O

N 7500-01 Attack pilot
7508 AV-8 pilot
7510-11 A-é pilot
7520-22 F-4 pilot
7540-45 EA-6/RF-4 pilot
7550-57 Transport pilot
7560-65 Helicopter pilot
7575-76 OV-10 pilot
. 7581 Basic NFO
7582 Radar Intercept Officer (F-4B)
. 7583 Bombardier-Navigator
7584 Electronics Warfare (EW) Officer
7585 Airborne Reconnaissance (AR) Officer
7586 EW/AR Officer
7587 Radar Intercept Officer (F-4J)
7588 EA-6 EW Officer
7597-98 Basic pilot

9907 Aviation Colonel
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APPENDIX D

FACTOR ANALYSIS

OBJECTIVES OF FACTOR ANALYSIS

The primary objective of factor analysis is to obtain a par-
simonious description of observed data. H.H. Harmon, one of
the developers and leading advocates of factor analytic
methods, describes it as a technique to resolve a large set of
variables into a small number of elements called factors,
Resolution is accomplished by the analysis of the correlations
between the variables. Factor analysis, then, is essentially a
linear regression of each of the variables on the factors.l It
yields factors which provide an adequate fit to the data, while
maintaining all the essential information of the original set
of variables.

THE FACTOR ANALYSIS MODEL

It is the goal of factor analysis to represent a variable Vi

in terms of several underlying factors, or hypothetical con-
structs, The simplest mathematical model for describing one
variable in terms of several others is a linear one, and that
is the form of representation used in factor analysis models.
Using the notation F,, F,, F., + « ., F for m common factors,
the complete linear expréssion for any Variable V1 may be

written in the form:

Vi = AilFl + A12F2 + A13F3 +. 0 o F AimFm ’

h

where 1 = 1, 2, . « «, n, and 4, . is the coefficient of the jt

1]
factor of the ith variable., There are, of course, n equations
of this form--one for each of the n variables. Some models

also include a term AiUi’ which denotes the unique aspect of

any variable~-i.e,, that portion of its variance that is not
attributable to any common factor. Since factor analysis

1Reference D~1.

D-~1
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generally 18 concerned only with the common factors, the unique
terms (if they exist at all) are generally ignored.

FACTOR LOADING AND COMM!NALITY

The coefficients A1 in the equations above are called factor

h|
loadings and can be determined through an analysis of the cor-
relations among the n variables. All m factors are required to
produce exactly the correlations among the original n vari-
ables, and each factor, through its loading, is selected to
make maximum contribution to the sum of the variances of the
original variables. The first such factor selected makes the
greatest single contribution, the second makes a maximum con-
tribution to the remaining (residual) variance, and so on,
until a satisfactory portion (usually less than 100 percent) of
the total original variance has been accounted for. Thus,
depending on the amount of variance that will give a satis-
factory and/or acceptable solution, only a small number (less
than n) of factors will normally be needed to reproduce the
original data.

For any particular variable, the amount of it . total variance
accounted for by the common factors is called its communality.
Quantitatively, the communality of a variable is given by the
sum of the square of the common~factor coefficients:

where h2 is the communality of the ith variable Vi and the
Aij are its factor coefficients.

The residual variance (one minus the communality) is the extent
to which the variable is unique. It can be decreased (and the

communality increased) simply by increasing the number of com-
mon factors extracted from the set of variables. It should be

noted, however, that this is not, generally, desirable. Par-
simcnious description of the data requires that the number of
factors be kept to a minimum.

Factor anaylsis techniques require communality estimates as
inputs. Successive iteration then leads to the final correct
communality values. Making the or.ginal estimate, however, can
sometimes pose a difficult problem. There are three principal
and commonly use! estimating techniques. They are: (1) assume
that all the variance of the variables will be accounted for by
the factors selected and set the original communality estimates
squal to one for all variables; (2) use the squared multiple

S




correlations as communality estimates; and (3) use the maximum
row values of the correlation matrix as communality estimates.
These estimating techniques are discussed in detail in the
literature of factor analysis, and each has merit in a variety
of circumstances. The first technique appears to be preferred
in applications that do not clearly indicate otherwise and is
used in this study.

Having determined the final communalities, it is then possible
to calculate the factor coefficients, or loadings. The most
frequently used technique (viz., principal-component factoring)
begins by choosing a set of factors in decreasing order of
their contribution to the total communality. The analysis is

begun by extracting a factor F1 whose contribution to the

communalities of the variables is as great as possible. Then
first-factor residual correlations are obtained. A second

factor F2 with a maximum contribution to the residual commu-

nality is next found. This process is continued until the
total communality has been analyzed.

The first—-factor coefficients A11 are selected to maximize the

sum of the contributions of that factor to the total commu-
nality., For the first factor (F), this sum is given by:

The coefficients Ail must be éhosen 80 as to maximize Cl under

the constraint (for m factors):

m
DD

p=1

A pAkp ’

2
L ™ u- h™ (the
communality of variable Vi). This constraint requires that the

where 1, k=1, 2, 3, . . ., nj WY and r

reproducea correlations be replaced by the observed correla-
tions, implying the assumption of zero residual variance.




The problem then remains to find the coefficients of the re-
maining factors, accounting for a maximum amount of the resi-
dual communality, The residual correlation after the first
factor has been extracted is given by:

1 - -
Tie T Tie T Auha o
and the quantity to be maximized is:

2 2 2
= AT, +A, + . + An2 s

Cy=App thay +..

subject to the constraint condition of rik. Successive
iteration of this procedure will eventually produce the com-
plete set of factor coefficients, or loadings. For a more
thorough discussion of how these maximizing solutions are
obtained, see reference D-2.

FACTOR ROTATION

Once a set of factor loadings has been calculated, the next
step in the analysis is to interpret the factors in a way that
will give a meaningful summary of the observed data. Since the
factor loadings are produced in an arbitrary frame of refer-
ence, the problem is to choose a reference frame for the factor
loading points that will give the most meaningful and/or most
useful interpretation. To this end, the arbitrary frame of
reference may be rotated to one more suited to interpretation.
For simplicity, rotational techniques may be grouped into two
broad classes: orthgonal and oblique. Although orthogonal
rotation is not suitable for all data, it has at least one
distinct advantage. Since the resulting factors are orthogonal,
they are uncorrelated and independent, which greatly facili-
tates interpretation.

FACTOR SCORES

From a purely theoretical point of view, the common factors
have a more fundamental importance than the observed variables
themselves; and therefore, it 1s necessary to relate the ob~
servations to the common factors. This may be accomplished
with the factor scores, which are a means of expressing quanti-
tatively the information contained in a factor for a specific
cage (observation, individual, etc.). Through the factor
scores, the difference between two cases can be expressed in
terms of the reproduced correlations of the original data.
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The computation of factor scores is based on the factor
loadings previously determined. When using ones on the main
diagonal of the correlation matrix (as in this study), the
principal-factor solution may be expressed in matrix notation
as follows:

E+aTR7D,

where F is the matrix of factor scores (fij’ also called

factor-score coefficients), é? is the transpose of the matrix

factor loadings (Ai ), and g:l is the inverse of the corre-

3

lation matrix for the variables. The factor score of the

Kth case for the jth factor may now be calculated (for n

variables) as:

n

Fi ™ 1§1 £k 0

where f is the factor—-score coefficient of the 1th variable

ij
on the jth factor (i.e., column j from matrix F), and Z;, 1is the
standardized value of variable i for case k (i.e., Z1k = (the

value of variable 1 for case k, minus the mean of variable i
for all cases) divided by the standard deviation of variable
i).

FACTOR INTERPRETATION

After the factor loadings and factor scores have been deter-
mined, there remains only the task of interpretation. A
complete solution requires an identification of the nature and
content of the hypothetical factors. This is commonly accom-
plished by inferring what the variables with high loadings on
factor have in common that is missing (or present to a lesser
degree) in variables with lcw loadings on the same factor.
Fruchter defines a low factor loading as 0.3 or smaller
(reference D-3).

IThe underscore will be used to denote a matrix or vector,

D=5




Application of Factor Analysis to Survey Responses

The factor analysis of survey responses for this study was
performed with the subprogram FACTOR in the spssl computer
software package. It was necessary to specify the following
parameters for the FACTOR procedure:

o Method of factoring--principal factoring with
iteration;

e Method of rotation--orthogonal (more specifically,
varimax orthogonal, to maximize the variance of the
squared loadings in each column of the factor matrix);

e Number of factors: limited to those for which the
associated eigenvalue 18 1.0 or greater—-a widely
accepted convention; and

e Number of iterations: limited to the number required
for convergence of the difference between two succes-
sive communality estimates to 0.001 or smaller, not to
exceed 25 iterations.

Results of the factor analysis are contained in annex D-1 for
responses by company grade pilots and NFOs on active duty, in
annex D-2 for active duty field grade, and in annex D-3 for all
separated respondents. Only dimensions that appeared as having
at least mean importance (see table 2) are entered as variables
into the factor analysis.

Because of the slightly different importance ranking produced
by the company and field grade respondents, their responses
were entered separately as variables into the FACTOR routine.

lstatistical Package for the Social Sciences; see reference
D-l‘ O
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ANNEX D-1

RESULTS OF THE FACTOR ANALYSIS OF ACTIVE DUTY COMPANY GRADE
PILOT AND NFO SURVEY RESPONSES




TABLE D-1-1
LIST OF VARIABLES (COMPANY GRADE)

VARIABLES.. LABELS.

VARO30 IMPORTANCE OF JOB SATISFACTION

VARN3?2 IMPORTANCE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT
VARO33 IMPORTANCE CF UMACC. TOURS & DEPLOYMENTS
VARO3? IMPORT OF USHMC=CIVILIAN PAY DIFFERENTIAL
VARD3 8 IMPORTAMCE CF TIME PWAY FROM FAMILY
VARO39 IMPORTANCE OF “QUALITY OF LIFE"

YAROSO INPORTANCE OF BELIEF THAT J08 HAS VALUE

VARD 41 INPORTANCE OF DEPENDENT MEDICAL CARE
VAROA3 IMPORT OF INFLUENCE ON ONWN CAREER

VAROGS INPORT OF UNCERTAINTY IN RETIREMENT PGMS
VARD &S INPORY OF CCNSIDERATION FOR OWN DESIFES
VARO&S IMPORTANCE GF ADVANCENMENT OPPORTUNITIES
VAROS50 IMPORT OF RESPONSE TO PROBLEMS & NEEDS
VARDS5L INPORT OF ASSIGRNMENT TO NON=FLYING JOBS
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MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS OF

TABLE D-1-2

THE VARIABLES (COMP

VARIASBLE

YARO030
VARN32
VARO33
VARO3?
VARN3S
VARO39
VARO4O
VARTD 41
VAR(C43
VARO4S
VARG &S
VAROGA6
VAROSO
VARDSY

MEAN

1.2997
14118
11641
0.9368
11795
1.0644
1.3157
1.0638
1. 3026
1.2718
1.3519
1.0148
1.0330
12499

ANY GRADE)

STANDARC DEvW

0,9143
1.8163
1. 0486
1.1061
Ue9706
0.9466
0.8803
10766
0.7949
1.0078
Se.7954
0.9153
0.9413
1.9298
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VARQ30
VARO32
VARO33
YAROG37
VARD3 8
VARO39
VARG4O
VARD 41
VARO& 3
VARD &4
VAROGS
VYAROGG
VARDSH
VAROS1

YARO3O
VARO32
VARO33
VARO3?
vARO38
VARO39
VARDA]
VAROA1
VARO4L3
VARD &4
VAROAS
VAROALS
VARDS)
VAROS1

TABLE D-1-3

CORRELATION MATRIX (COMPANY GRADE)

VARG3Y

1.00000
0.19853
000576
=0.02860
“NB5797
G.15620
0.36832
D76454
014578
“D.NGET78
0.04890
0.0873%
BeN9315
0.00365

VARD39

0.15620
N.15536
0.11973
0.17338
Je13572
1. 00000
Ne37243
0.26114
0.24307
Nel7647
0. 24255
0.31219
0.29194%
0.09993

VARD)32

0.19851
1.20090
0.15564
0.09762
D.09613
0.1553¢
0.13361
Ne18682
0.32495
D.1268S
0. 30286
00 167 34
Ge 28134
0.1902)

VARD A

0.36832
5.13361
-0.0073¢€
0.00471%
Ne7190¢
0e 372413
129844
0.201313
0.24148
NeN979¢&
011444
Ne21354
0. 2069C
0.04406

VAFH33

0.00576
He15564
1.00000
0.12741
N.68747
011973
=0.00736
020939
010045
N¢1358%
019542
0.09250
De177192
0.01757

VARG AL

0.06454
D.18683
0.20939
0.23847
0.224173
0.26114
Ne 29133
1. 00000
020527
De31454
0.19486
Ne25881
0.28485
0.13376

VARG37?

~0.02860
.79762
0.12741
1.00000
1el12794
0.19338
DeNI4T1L
023847
0.10023
Ne24373
0.11208
028052
011645
0.13896

VARG43

0.14578
D.32495
0.10045
Ne13923
0.06258
0.24307
Ne24148
0.20527
1.00000
N.18552
0.45410
De29628
0.36913
0.26589

VAR)38

=0.00797
D¢19613
0.68747
0.12794
1. 39909
0e13572
Ne11916
0.22473
0.06258
N¢16819
0.21373
0.09390
0615949
“0.00310

VARO&LS

=0.00678
Nel12685
0.13530
N¢24393
0.16809
0.17647
TeN9796
0,31454
0.13552
1.00000
0.22018
027639
0.20509
0.13252




VARO3O
VARO32
VARO33
VAROD3?
¥ARQ 38
VARO39
YARD 4]
VARGAL
VARO43
VAROA4
VAROAS
VARGAS
VARDS5]
VAROS51

TABLE D-1-3 (CONT'D.)

VAROGS

Ge040890
0e 30286
0619542
Ce11248
0.21373
0.24255
Nell ka4
0.19486
0.45410
0229018
1.00000
0.30137
N.5519H2
0.21758

VARD4G

DNIBT3 4
0e 16734
0.0925¢C
0.261952
0.0939¢C
€. 3121¢C
Ne21354
0.25881
0.29628
De276395
0.30137
1.0000¢C
Le27271
C.12189

DETERMINAANT OF CORRELATION MATRIX

VAROS50

He%9315
0.28134
C.17702
2e31645
0415949
0.29194
e 24697
0.28485
C.36913
224599
0.55102
C.27271
190009
0.17207

N.0596949¢(

VARODSS

Nef365
0.15021
0.01757
N¢13896
“0,003:0
0:09993
Be14476
0.13376
0.26589
Ne13252
0421758
0.12189
Nel?2297
1.00000

«59694923E-41)

RPN PN i tronr e <7 -




TABLE D-1-4

FINAL COMMUNALITIES (COMPANY GRADE)

VARIABLE COMMUNALITY

VARD3) Ne23185
VARO32 0.20833
YAROQ33 0.63735
VARD3 7?7 Ne29618
VARO3S 0.74104
VARO39 0.31714
VARD 4D Ne.63636
VARO41 0.31203
VARO43 0.40929
VARD &4 Ne23€76
VARO4S 0.61676
YAROLE 0.28762
VARD59 0.43285
VAROS1 0.13161




VARO3O
VARD32
VARO33
YARO3?
VARD3 8
YARO39
VAROAMO
VARD &)
YARO43
VAROC&4
VARDAS
VAROAE
VAROS50
VARDS51

FACTOR

0.09299
De 40762
0.11115
0.06366
N.71632¢
0.,21865
0.10230
Je18624
0.58570
0618547
D.76077
0. 29465
0.59843
%«34923

1

TABLE D-1-5

FACTOR

«“0.C0274%
N.0875"
0.7813¢C
0.C5602
G.84527
0.07436

~0.€2395%C
Le17113
0.00206
0.0993¢
Ne15172
0.01482
0.12208

*N.N5728

FACTOR LOADING MATRIX (COMPANY GRADE)

FACTOR

004938
N¢10192
0.12047
053354
715945
0. 35288
013001
Ne&7307
016156
043859
D.12068
0.41129
0.19273
Ne17956

FACTOR

0.46986
1.15609
=0.00751
=0,06576
D.01586
0037320
0.78001
115577
0.,20035
0.C1155
102014
0.17726
0.15062
=Ne712148

&4
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D-15

TABLE D-1-6
FACTOR SCORE MATRIX (COMPANY GRADE)

?

4 FACTOR 1 FACTIOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR &
YARO30 0.016€44 0.01319 =0.08526 0.19338
VARO32 0.11969 0.80429 =0.02185 0.04555
YARD33 0409595 039956 =Gel13248 =0.90272
VYARO3? =0.05491 =0.042649 0.34076 «0.07593
VYARO38 =0.09953 059351 0.01885 0.00803
VARN39 =009597 =He01427 Ne15876 7412166
YARO4O -0.08264 ~0.01059 ~0s 00204 0.65822
VARO41 “0.01115 =0.00060 0.25356 0.01361
VARDAS De23815 =CeN4258 =5«N7886 Def3348
YAROAS -0.00523 -0.01921 0.22791 ~0.04899
VAROAS 0.51043 =0.C0353 =C€.11560 “0.11253
VARG &E %9.02595 ~0e04956 e 29147 NeN2627
VARO50 0.21678 0.00632 0. 00683 0.,01279
VAROS1 0.08522 =0.03680 0.05919 =0.06654
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. ANNEX D-2

RESULTS OF THE FACTOR ANALYSIS OF ACTIVE DUTY FIELD GRADE
PILOT AND NFO SURVEY RESPONSES




t

3

VARTABLE Seo

VArC30
vAn032
VARI33
vAR 038
varR 039
T LUY]
VAR 041
VAR G4?2
VARD A3
VAR 044
VAR OeS
VAR 43
VAF 3590
VAROS1

TABLE D-2-1
LIST OF VARIABLES (FIELD GRADE)

LABELSe»

IYPORTANCE
T4PORTANCE
IMPORTANCE
I¥PORTANCE
IMPCRITANCE
14POXTAMNCE
IMPORTANCE
IMPORTANCE

CF
CF
CF
CcF
cF
CF
cF
cr

JC3 SATISFACTIGN

PERSCAMNZIL MANAGEMENT
UNACCos TOUFS & DLPLOYMLNTS
TIME 2wiY FROM FAMILY
"CUALITY CF LIFFE"

BELIEF THAT JTn HAS viALUL
DSPENCENT MEDICAL CaAnE

JCd RECCGMITION

I¥PORT OF IMFLUENCE ON CWN CAREES

IMPORAT OF UNCEPTAINTY IN FITIREMENT PG#AS
IMPC2T 0fF CONSIODERATION FOx OWN DESISZS
INPORTANCE CF JC8 CHALLENGC

IMPORT JF RESPONSE VO PRUCDLEMS R REIFOS
IMPORT OF ASSIGAMENT TG NIN=FLYING JUSS




TABLE D-2-2

MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS OF
THE VARIABLES (FIELD GRADE)

VARIABLE ME AN STANDARD CtV
VARQ30 1.4405 03701
VARTD32 1.5104 PN AR P!
VAROQ33 1.1923 +0.915¢C
VAROQ SR 1.:630 Ce8578
VART39 2.%929 Je90 70
VAROQLOD 1.45135 Ne737¢
VARO41 1.1303 0e9C3C
VAR 42 r.8307 Jed3 4
VARD4L3 t.1674 0.8160
VAROQWS& 1.3757 0e9285
VARTDLS 1.3G%3 Gl 177
VARD&LE8 05681 De9557
VAR(GS50 1.1186 0.3856
VAR 51 Ne901, ie867 ’
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vAR(030
VAR(C32
VARO33
vAROQ38
VARD39
YARO4O
VARG4L1
VARD &2
VARO43
VARD &4
VAROLS
VARO4S
VAKT5]
VAROS1

vARN3"
vYARQ32
VARQ33
vARN3E
VARO3)
VAFO040
vARD &L
VARCA2
VARQ43
VARD & &
VAROAS
VARO4S
vARDSY
VAROS5:

TABLE D-2-3

CORRELATION MATRIX (FIELD GRADE)

VARD3Y

1.00000
019266
“0.034.01
“0.00435
14947
0. 36075
~0.01920
D9¢1359¢
0.05€635
~Ne 70302
C. 06251
026905
A.n:7268
0. 06321

VARTI&N

0430075
Nel16265
=0.06098
“0.01604
535635
1.02000
G415145
0.32508
0624249
0107098
N.16217
0.48172
0.21453
0.08278

VARD32

0.19266
140000
0.13388
Ce15473
Na19435
0.1426€
Ce20471
Le13662
0.35017
Col!811¢€
0. 4056€
0.11448
C.3748¢
0.12761

VAIIAL

=0.91920
Ne29473
0.,18131
0.,224130
7¢25488
0.15145
1.7909¢
0. 21558
0.25934
Ne 32557
0627452
Nel173597
0. 29051
0.06574

VARO33

“0.C3411
N¢13388
1.€0000
Ce70693
feN7438

~0.0609¢
C.18131

=0.00905
€.02077
Ne23765
Cel2983

~C. 07094
N.7.8472

«0.02739

VARD 42

0.13596
Nel13662
=-0,00965
0.03401
0.28285
0.30508
8.21558
1. 00000
0e31341
Gel17564
0.19408
Ne30527
0.22242
0.08705

D-19

VAR38

-0,00485
16156473
073693
1.00000
Nel7189

=0.C.604
122439
0.C340¢
0.C3182
713595
0.'87140

=~0.C4609
Nel3495
=“0.,C8741

VARJ43

0.05635
Ne35017
3. 02077
Ne78182
0.24052
0424249
Ne25934&
0. 31361
1.00000
Me15118
045549
71619537
0, 37441
0.22554

VAR 439

0e14947
D0 194355
0.07038
0.1718?
109370
€. 35635
D+2543%
0.248285
0.24052
Fel15461
0.22405
0.31757
0.23309
0.04885

VARQ &G

=0.0030?
TJeN181.8
N.13705
7¢13535
7415451
0.107)38
1.3255"
Jel?7564
0.151i8
1.00000C
0.17645
eN9931
J.16534
0.09037
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i
A

vasC30
vAnQ32
vAr Q32
VAFE)38
VAROQ3)
vax 040
VARD 4L
VarQ42
Vasd413
NART &4
var 045
VAR Q4S8
VAR50
VAF 051

....

TABLE D-2-3 (CONT'D.)

VAFO4S

Nef6251
0.4056¢
C.129812
Neld?3
022405
0.16217
e 27452
C.134D2
0.45549
Sed744S
1. 00090
Qeta3r2
D¢53902
Colde7l

VAFQ&44

TLeZ2690S
0o1ibe8
“CeC7094
“Lel 4¢4S§
021757
C.48172
Lel3597
0.,30327
0.15537
Gef9931
0014372
1.€000¢C
Nel2bhb642
0.C4906%

OETERMINANT OF CORRELATION MATAIX

VAFNSO

Lef 72612
0.37068¢€
CoeCB472
023495
0.23399
Ce21457%
Ne2915:%
£.22242
Ca37041
Ce16584
0.53902
Collby?
MRS LY
Ce'?0611

TeDaéB416(

VARDS]

fe76321
012701
=0.(2739
~Je0i741
0.C4885
0.06278
"e"€574
0.(3725
0.22554
"eN9587
Cal4673
De.04955
“Te126. ¢
10C200

e 46841553201
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TABLE D-2-4

FINAL COMMUNALITIES (FIELD GRADE)

VARIASLE

VARC3C
VARD3 2
VARO33
VARD38
vAR039
VAR OO
VARTAL
VAFRO042
VAR043
LELURY)
VAROQ4S
VAROD4S
VARDSY
VAROS1

COMMUNALITY

0.26921¢
Le35317
0. 66400
Ge75079
C.cve€22
C.356%40
f.38116
0.26948
0.40360
Lec2S43
0.57°%13
Catt1568
T7e44531
0.06248

p-21"
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SR N

VARQ3C
VAR32
VARDS3
VAF038
YARD39
VAAOLD
VARD4 Y
Vaiiae
vaR 063
VAc Q44
VAR 345
VAR 04LS
¥YAR(C3Q
YaRT5

FACTUR

C.090v1
Ge55633
0.0339%
0.00453
Se18665
€.%250%3
0425082
e l9€55
fe%60Q73
0.1:253
De7254¢
Q.,12138
CGe€1341
1622694

TABLE D-2-5
FACTOR LOADING MATRIX (FIELD GRADE)

FACTIR

C.b8437
Lel4739
-0,06287
~C,(018%
felil)26
0.727:5
0053752
Le35357
0.17123
0.04370
fef620
0. €1051
Cel586°¢
Te0531N:

FACTER

0.0200?
fe14831%
Ce82473%
Co84967
Tall6lN
“L.C48H8
0. 15557
all4232
~0.Ci183
Cel128
TedibTe
~0.C30396
0.C6€85
“DeN5624

FeCcyae

~0s160et
~% 6004638
NelNVL3
C.14730
D e28350
013804
0.5332¢
"a322564
Neti393
Qebt352
Ve!S9h4
Nell?72?
0.138390
et 54314




d TABLE D-2-6
FACTOR SCORE MATRIX (FIELD GRADE)
8

FACTCF . FACTGF ¢ FeCTuT 3§ FSCT"® o

vaxQ30
VARQ32
vVAaR)33
vAFQ38
vAF 039
VAR 347
varQs4tl
Vvar042
VARD A3
VAR G4 4
VA 045
VARTI48
vas050
YAROS1

G 02218
0.23458
~Neli4568
~0. N4 €87
~0.0i€286
~1e0696¢8
C.00294
~0.00476€
Ne2l29%
~0. 03452
D.43602
“hel 4151
0. 24670
0.062064

feb%5343
=CeCb197
=1 b32
¢, £3000
“Q.C39912
fecdlll
=CeCI702

Ce Cu%00
CeCa00G2
Neby%2?
SeS72937
f.CUS28
feT71537
=CeCitD?
=Ce(3597
“Tal 5665
=0s(L13nd
=0.C€3955
~Se7 1359
~C.(.E7S
“CelZ20061

=“Jdel¥7)9
“lelein?
r’o];}.{
Neliv.?
C.lff‘i?q
Tefib00
Ce 224637
Q.10422
Telz249
Ned71.1
“04Cu?237
Te0370. R
CeC22nu3%
O.C'\J.ﬂ
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ANNEX D-3

RESULTS OF THE FACTOR ANALYSIS OF RECENTLY SEPARATED PILOT
AND NFO SURVEY RESPONSES
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| TABLE D-3-1
g LIST OF VARIABLES (SEPARATED)

3 VAREABLES.. LABELS..

E VAROL G INPORTANCE OF JOB SATISFACTION

3 VARO1D INPORTANCE OF PERSONNEL NANAGENENT

;! VAROL Y INPORTANCE OF UNACC. TOURS & DEPLOYMENTS

% VARS23 JNPORTANCE OF TINE AWAY FRON FANILY

) YARS2S INPORTANCE OF BELEEF THAT J08 HAS VALUE
VARD28 INPORT ANCE OF INFLUERCE ON OWN CARCER
VARE3L INPORT OF CONSIDERATION FOR QNN DESIRES
VARE32 INPORTANCE OF ADVANCENENT OPPORTUN] VIES
VARG3S5 - INPORY OF RESPONSE TO PROBLENS & NEEDS
VARG37 INPORY OF ASSIGWNENTY TO NON-FLYING JOBS

i
5
1
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TABLE D-3-2

MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS OF
THE VARIABLES (SEPARATLD)

VARBABLE T NEAM STANDARE DEV

¥AR®LG 1.0115 1.2621
vARSLS 1.5977 0. 5693
VARD19 0.724 1 PREST 1Y
vARE23 : 0.7 586 1.:993
VARE25 0.6437 1.3027
VAROZ 3 1.2069 0.8232
YAR® S 1.0345 1.072%
VARE32 0.8621 1.1015
VARDIS 0.8736 1.1082

VARS3? L2644 10833

i Rz e e i, <A
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VAROL &
VAROLS
YAROLY

VARG23:

VYARO25
VARG2 S
VARS3?
VAR® 32
VARG36
VARS3?

VAROL 6
VAROLS
YAROLY
VARO23
VAR®2S5
VARO2S
VARSI
VAR®32
VARD36
VARGS 7

TABLE D-3-3

o st SRR T

CORRELATION MATRIX (SEPARATLD)

VAROL16

1.098000
0.19236
0.09367
0.419 35
0.54707
0.10961
0.11139
0.10989
0.20039
0.09931

VARO2S5

0.54707
0.01978
0.02549
0.14223
1.00000
0.15629
0.13373
0.184L56
0. 29867
0.18288

VAROLS

0.19236
1.00000
-0.13480
-08.11621
0.01978
0.33259
0.41196
0.00264%
T« 41946
0.34628

VARO2S

0.10961
0. 33259
-0. 023890
-0.05982
0.15629
1.00000
0.53189
0.00619
0.36043
0. 34248

VARGLY

0.09367
~0.134680
1.00000
0.79899
0.02549
~0.02388
-0.07339
~0.02020
0.086%0
0.01196

VARG3L

0.11139
0.41196
-0.07339
“0.08163
0.13375
0.531089
1.00000
-0.10424
0.57124%
0. 47253

I T A el

VARC23

0.1193%
=3.11621
0. 79899
1. 00000
0.14223
~0.0598?
-0,08163
-0.03742
0.16556
0.02492




VAR®LH
VARS12
VARML 9
VAR®23
¥AR®25
VAROZ3
VARS3!
VARG32
VARAIS
vaRaG37’

DETERNIN ANY OF CORRELATION MATRIX =

TABLL D-3-3 (CONT'D.)

YARO32

0.10989
0.00264
-0.02020
=0.037%2
0. 1841 ¢
0. 00619
-0.10421
1. 00000
D.08081
~-0. 125080

VARQ3S

0.20059
0.41946
0.08660
016538
0.29867
D 36043
0.572 24
0.08381
1.000400
0.353813

0.0431374(

VARO3?

0.09981
0. 34628
0.01196
0. 02492
0.18288
0.34218
0. 67253
~0.12500
0.33313
t. 00000

«435137095E~021)
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TABLE D-3-4

FINAL COMMUNALITILS (SEPARATED)

VARLABLE CORMUNALITY

VARGl 6 0.55936
VAROLS 0.32663
VARGLY 0.70893
VARV23 0.91489
VARE25 0.81504
VARO23 0.35533
VARGS1 0.71%92%
VARD832 0.06272
YARG3S 0.49254
VARR3T 0.32217
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VARD16
YARG1S
VARRLY
VARU23
VARE25
VARB2
VAROG3L
YAR®32
VARESH
VARD3?

TABLE D-3-5

FACTOR 1

0.1752%
0.56028
“0.0353%
-0 .02072
0.1382084%
0.59334
0.845379
“0.065§2
0.55992
056561

FACTOR 2

0.09474%
~0-11164
0-84182
0.95331
0.0769%%
*0.03599
~0.05175
~0.064034
6.14630
0.033%0

FACTOR LOADING MATRIX (SEPARATED)

FACTOR 3

0.56540
0-01588
~0.01383
0.07529
0.88089
0.04467
-0.,03476
0.23830
0.18880
0.03323
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VARBL6
VARD18
VAR®L 9
VARU23
VARE25
VARO23
VARDI®L
v VARE32
VARD3S
VARO3?

TABLE D-3-6

FACYOR 1

0.02143
0.16516
“0.904353
0.0169¢
~0.00843
014144
0.52563%
=0 .00917
0.18640
9.14650

FACTOR 2

0-004412
~0.00733
0. 20498
0.801835
-8. 04928
0.00850
0. 04024
0.80881
«0.01655
0.007 35

FACTOR SCORE MATRIX (SEPARATLD)

FACTOR

0.11672
0.05922
0.00827
~0.071 37
0.85319
=0.02741
=0.143408
0.04095
0.01095
=0.07449

3




